yy 
ts 


: geale should find humbler followers in the tortuous 


- into insignificance when com 
eons and mortgage moneys handled by Mr. 
ut 


was not a bad average 
- ¢lerk to earn, without being much dependent on his pro- 
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: ’ Tae ALLEGED rorcenies of Luther Yeates are remark- 


able as presenting very similar features to those which 


_ are stated to have been committed in the now celebrated 


case. It has often been said that there is fashion 

1 crime, as there is in studies, manners, and many other 
ints of less importance; and it is very intelligible 
t successful and undetected ‘criminals on a large 


hy which they travel. It is, however, a rather 
coincidence that when a crime has been acknow- 

| which, from its very nature, was of the most 
subtle and secret kind, a counterpart of that very crime 
should be brought before the public eye within a period 


_ ofa few short weeks. The deeds purporting to be leases 


the late Sir John West to Luther Yeates (which 


_ deeds are one and all alleged to be forged) must have 


taken some time to prepare, and they appear to have 
been first used for raising money in March, 1858. The 
gums raised, amounting in all to about £6,000, sink 
d with the magnificent 
oupell ; 
£1,500 a-year 
income for a quondam lawyer's 


all men are not born to greatness, an 


fessional labours. It was an ingenious thought to insure 
‘the houses, and this would doubtless have a powerful 
‘effect in throwing dust into the eyes of intending mort- 

We have already mentioned the statutory 


; Binishovent for the crime of forging a will or a deed— 


a varying penalty which ranges between the longest 
period of penal servitude and the shortest term of im- 
Prisonment. 


- Wetcu surnames still furnish a topic for the news- 
rs. A letter on this subject, which appeared in the 
Times of Saturday last, derives an interest from the 
tontest now going on between Mr. Herbert and Lord 
Llanover, and seems to show that Wales is the very 
last part of her Majesty’s dominions where stringent 

tules as to surnames could be applied without provin 

to be a source of manifest inconvenience. It is sta 

on the authority of “ Lower’s Patronymia Britannica,” 
“that until within the last half century there were very 
few family names in Wales, the son usually taking as a 
‘@ognomen the baptismal name of the father. Thus, if 
or Richards had three sons, John, William, and 
th, they would be called respectively John, Wil- 

liam, and Griffith Morgan, and their own sons accordin 

to thesame principle would adopt Jones, Williams, an 
Griffiths as their surnames. To add to this inconve- 
‘Bience, the Welsh and E 


differently John Jones, Evan Evans, John Evans, or 
Evan Jones. When we consider how long an interval 
_ it takes to change the familiar customs of a country, we 
‘may well wonder at the temerity of a Lord-Lieutenant 
who, on the.very borders of Wales, has attempted to 


ce a discipline unknown even in the more fixed 


: -Romenclature of purely Anglo-Saxon districts. We 


Ee 


lish forms of a name are | 
often indifferently used, so that, Evan being the Cam- | 
brian form of John, the same man might be called in- | 


perceive from a letter of Lord Llianover, in the Times 
of Monday, that he is willing to give a full explanation 
in the House of Lords, and challenges any member to 
call for it. Lord Llanover adds that Mr. Herbert, 
senior, has voluntarily abstained from qualifying as a 
magistrate for a period of forty years. This statement 
is totally irrelevant, and the fact (if it be a fact) that 
Mr. Herbert has not thought fit to act as a magistrate 
furnishes no excuse to a person in an official position 
for rendering it impossible for him to do so. 


Tne case or Cuartes Freeman, otherwise the Rev. 
Thomas Aaron Freeman, B.D., who was brought up 
before Mr. Selfe at the Thames Police Court, on Mon- 
day last, to answer “ various charges of swindling, ob- 
taining money under false pretences, and larceny ;” 
may serve as a warning to all gentlemen of an over- 

ous disposition, who aspire to realize a comfortable 
income by collecting sums of money for stated purposes, 
without giving a sufficient guarantee that those 
purposes shall be carried out. ‘The only point on 
which the magistrate ap’ to have adjudicated was a 
charge of collecting subscriptions for a new Con - 
tional chapel, which, in Mr. Selfe’s opinion, fo on 
the evidence, he never intended to build. The prisoner 
was convicted under 5 Geo. 4, c. 83, s. 4, which enacts 
that “‘ every person going about as a gatherer of alms, 
or endeavouring to procure charitable contributions of 
any nature or kind, under any false or fraudulent pre- 
tence,” shall be deemed a, rogue and vagabond, and 
may be kept to hard labour for any term not ex- 
ceeding three calendar months. Mr. Selfe was pro- 
bably right in coming to the conclusion that the pri- 
soner did not intend to build the chapel, but is it not 
rather a stretch of the statute to include contributions 
for a chapel under the head of “alms” or “ charitable 
contributions” ? ‘The law recognises (for many pur- 
poses) a clear distinction between the words “ chari- 
table ” and “religious,” and although the absence of any 
express provisions as to the latter, may be unfortunate, 
it would seem scarcely justifiable to supply the defect 
by a strained construction of another form ot expression. 


THE LAW OF CORONORS’ INQUEsTs in England has often 
been a subject of jest and animadversion. Taking it for 
all in all, however, it seems to work well, the finding-of 
coroners’ juries in cases of great obscurity being very 
generally confirmed by the result of a subsequent 
criminal trial ; and whatever may be the defects of 
| “crowners’ quest law” in the abstract, it is not easy to 
| conjecture what we should do if we were suddenly de- 
prived of its practical assistance. The alleged inferiority 
of the system of inquiry in Scotland is deplored by a 
correspondent of the Zimes, who attributes to this cir- 
cumstance a failure ot justice in the matter of a recent 
railway accident. The procurator-fiscal in Scotland is 
instructed to make inquiries in all cases of death by 
accident, sudden death, and finding of a dead body. So 
far, his functions are pretty much the same as those of 
the coroner; but in the details, there are several points 
of difference. The procurator may in all cases, at his 
discretion, take a medical report instead of a formal pre- 
| cognition ; the inquiry is private instead of being before 
| the world, as in England ; and the witnessesare not exami- 
| ned on oath, except in very rare instances, where a person 
is suspected of sonenaling the truth. It is stated on good 
authority that parties seldom give spontaneous assistance 
to the procurator-fiseal, whereas we know that informa- 
tion is very often voluntarily tendered to the coroner. 
It is a necessary part of the private nature of the inquiry 
in Scotland that the result does not. become known to 
the public unless the investigations terminate in proceed- 
ings against some person. Thus, the Scottish mode of 
investigation has all the defects of a private system, 
while, on the other hand, it probably has also many of the 
merits - ~_ a system. sore ms country cigh are 
tages of publicity are generally to outwei its 
possible | sommat: Past and it will be long ere we sub- 
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stitute private inquiry for an open court, whatever criti- 
cisms we may pass from time to time on the summings- 
up of coroners and the verdicts of their juries. 

A very remarkable trial for marder—rivalling in point 
of interest the memorable case of Madeline Smith— 
which has recently come off at Glasgow, forcibly illus- 
trates another great distinction between the criminal laws 
of land and Scotland. A woman of the name of 
M'‘Lachlan has been found guilty of murder mainl 
upon evidence supplied or suggested by herself. In this 
respect English law, so far as we know, stands alone in 


Europe in recognising the maxim nemo tenetur prodere | 


eripenae end, indeed, it is little more than a century and 
a half since the principle which it enunciates became 
conclusively recognised 


as of our common law. 


Nothing, however, is better established now than that | 
any declarations elicited by the authorities from an ac- | 


cused person without a previous caution that whatever 
he says may be used against him, cannot be received as 
evidence. In France and other continental countries 
prisoners are not only examined before they are brought 
to trial, but they are frequently examined and cross-ex- 
amined by the ges judge at the trial in a manner 
that appears to Englishmen unjust and cruel in the ex- 
treme. In Scotland the mode of procedure is not quite 
so repulsive in form, but it no doubt frequently produces 
the same results as abroad. The procurator-fiscal, as 
soon as he is informed of the commission of a crime 
initiates proceedings by instituting inquiries secretly, 
and when he has collected the evidence in the shape of 
precognitions the case is submitted to the counsel for the 
Crown, who directs an indictment to be prepared, if he 
considers the evidence sufficient. Suspected persons are 
examined before the procurator, who puts sucn questions 
as he pleases the only check upon him being that he 
must not hold out to the accused any inducement to con- 
fess. The accused is called upon to “emit his declara- 
tion”; and although, of course, he may refuse to do 
so, the accused always does, as a matter of fact, make 


a statement in reply to the questions which are put to | 
any comparison of | 


him. We are not now attemptin 
the merits or demerits of the English and Scotch systems 
in this respect. 
that such a difference should exist as to make it possible 
to have a prisoner brought to the gallows in one country 
upon evidence which would be scouted in the other. 


In apprtion to the genheeen already mentioned, 
Mr. W. Lloyd and Mr. Charnock are also named as can- 
didates for the office of City Solicitor. Mr. Henry Wel- 
lington Vallance, Mr. Josiah Wilkinson, Mr. ‘Thomas 


Parker, Mr. De Jersey, and Mr. Lloyd, being members | 


of the Court of Common Council and not eligible with- 
out that Court suspends its standing order in their favour 
and which, it is stated, it declines to do, will probably 
withdraw from the contest. Mr. G. Markwick Stuch- 
bury, who acted for many years as principal clerk to Mr. 
Pearson, is also mentioned as a candidate for the office. 


Tux Queen has been pleased to direct letters patent 
to be passed under the Great Seal, granting the dignity 
of a knight of the United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Ireland, unto Robert Joseph Phillimore, Esq., her 
Majesty's Advocate-General. 


Dr. Travers Smitn has been appointed Advocate- 
General to the Admiralty, which office became vacant on 


the elevation of Sir Robert Joseph Phillimore to the | 


office of Queen's Advocate. 
_-~, a ———2 


CONVEYANCING FORGERIES AND HOW TO 
PREVENT THEM. 


The usual business no less than the education of a | in every transaction about land wi 


solicitor is calculated to make him more cautious than 
ordinary mortals in all transactions where caution might 
be desirable. It is therefore not easy to account for the 
frequency of the frauds of which solicitors are directly 
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or indirectly the victims. A few days ago a man of the 
name of Yeates was charged before the presiding alderman 
at the Mansion House with forging and uttering a deed 
purporting to have been signed by the late Admiral 
West, who, it appears, was tenant for life of a consider. 
able property at Lambeth, over which he had a power 
of leasing. It was stated that the prisoner had formerly 
been a solicitor’s clerk, and in such capacity had access 
to some of the Admiral’s title-deeds, and that the inform. 
| ation which he had so acquired enabled him to forge and 
| pass off as mortgagor several deeds purporting to demise 
various portions of the property. The evidence went to 
show that the discovery might have been indefinitely 
postponed if Adnitiral West had not happened to have 
| died some months before the fact came to the prisoner’s 
knowledge. At all events there seems to be no doubt 
that in the course of little more than four years the pri- 
soner had raised £6,000, at least, by the assignment, or 
deposit of indentures of lease which are now alleged to be 
forgeries ; and it appears that some of the transactions 
were carried out with peapectatie but unsuspicious soli- 
citors sting for the mortgagees. Assuming the evidence 
already adduced to be correct the Py lan was 
simple enough, and during the life of Admiral West was 
likely to be detected only by means which, although 
equally simple, are not commonly resorted to. Solicitors 
cannot too often be reminded of the importance of in- 
| quiry of the actual occupiers of property pro fo be 
| sold or mortgaged. Such a precaution should neyer be 
neglected in a case either of purchase or a mortghge— 
at all events where the vendor or mortgagor is not well 
| known to the person dealing with him. e advantage 
| of such an obvious piece of prudence is well illustrated 
in the following letter of Mr. W. W. Charnock. He 
says that :— 

Luther Yeates, the person charged with extensive forgeries, 
and who seems to have been pretty successful in fleecing attor- 
neys and their clients, called on me in the beginning of this 
year with the object of borrowing £1,200 upon certain houses 
in West-square, stating he held the Jease directly from Admiral 
West, and that he had duly insured, &c. Not liking the look 
| of matters the precaution (which, I believe, is not usual with 
solicitors) was taken of sending to each house, when the tenants 
| were all much surprised, and one produced a lease of the pre 
| mises to himself. Of course the loan was at once declined, and 
| my client addressed a letter on the subject to the attornoys of 
| the late Sir John West. If solicitors would in all cases take 
the trouble to see the tenants, more particularly where lease- 
hold property is concerned, it would prevent success attending 
the career of such a person as Luther Yeates. 

If all the mortgagees had adopted the same cours 
there would have se no chance of the successful 
| perpetration of any such fraud as is now under investi- 
| gation, and the precaution which Mr. Charnock sug- 
| gests is so obvious that the wonder is that it is not 
always adopted whenever there is the least ground for 
| doubt. It should always be borne in mind that in 
| investigating title to land it is not enough to be assured 

that the title deeds disclose a clear title to the property 
| in question, and to identify the parcels described with 
| the property in its existing condition, but also that the 
| persons in possession hold consistently with the title 
| visclosed. This last inquiry is always answered with 
| the greatest ease and least expense, and there are few 
| instances of dealings with land or houses, especially in 
| the metropolis, where it can safely be omitted. ‘The 
abstract of title may be from beginning to end as clear 
| as daylight, and the most satisfactory evidence about 
| the identity of the property may be produced in abund- 
| ance, and yet the entire title spring from a forgery 
| which a letter to the tenant in possession or a personal 
| inquiry on the spot might at once bring tolight. Ordi- 
| nary prudence, therefore, would such a course 
a stranger. ; 
There is also another reason why the course which 
we have suggested is generally very advisable. ‘The 
' mere fact that the land or the house purchased is not i 
| the occupation of the vendor, but of another person, is 








| 
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_ hearing, 2 Russ. & Myl. 626. 
by Sir John Leach that where the possession is vacant | 
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of itself notice of any equities which the occupier him- 
self may have in the property; for possession is con- 
sidered to be prima facie ee AB of a seizin in fee. 
It was upon this principle that Lord Eldon, in Daniels v. 
Davison, 17 Ves. 433, declared that a tenant in posses- 
sion was entitled to have an agreement for purchase en- 
forced against a subsequent purchaser for value without 
notice. Lord Rosslyn also laid down the rule generally 
in Taylor v. Stibbert, 2 Ves. 437, that whoever purchases 
an estate, knowing it to be in the possession of tenants, 
is bound to inquire into the estates those tenants have; 
and his Lordship stated it to have been determined that 
a purchaser who was told that a particular part of the 
estate was in the possession of a tenant, without any 
intimation as to his interest, but who assumed it to be 
oniy from year to year, was bound by a lease which the 
tenant had. In Allen v. Anthony, 1 Mer. 282, Lord 
Eldon still further extended the rule by holding that 
te. purchaser is bound by the rights of the tenant, even 
though they arose by a contract independent of that 
under which the possession was held. “There is no 
more reason in the one case than in the other,” says his 
Lordship, “to say that the purchaser was not bound to 
make inquiry as to the nature and extent of the tenant's 
interest.’ , 

The general principle laid down in these cases has 
often been recognised by judges of the highest authority 
—we may mention in particular Sir 3. Wigrem, VC., 
in the leading ease of Jones v. Smith, 1 Hare 60, and 
Sir J. Romilly in Wilbraham v. Livesey, 18 Beav. 209— 
and has been applied with little, if any, variation under 
whatever circumstances the question has been raised. 
The most recent case of importance in which the 
rule laid down by Lord Eldon in Daniels v. Davison 
has met with express judicial approval is Bailey v. 
Richardson, 9 Hare 734, in which Sir G. J. Turner, 
V.C., adopted: the rule, and thus enunciated its 
principle :—* The principle,” said his Honour, “of 
Daniels ¥. Davison is, that a purchaser, having notice 
that another person is in possession, is not justified in 
assuming the possession of that person to be the possession 





of the vendor, but is bound to make inquiry of the | 


person in possession.” ‘The decision in this case and 


the observations of the learned judge came under con- | 


sideration in Barnhardt v. Greenshields, 9 Moo. P.C.C. | 


18, in which the Privy Council seemed disposed to pre- 
scribe some limitation to the rule—viz., that occupancy 
gives notice of the rights of the occupier only, and per- 
haps of such rights only as would be disclosed upon 
inquiry ; and Lord Justice Turner, in Knight y. Bowyer, 
2 De G. & J. p. 451, 6 W. BR. 565, took the opportunity 
of stating his concurrence in the explanation there given 
of what fell from him in the case of Bailey v. Richard- 
son. 


We now proceed to notice a few decisions more or less | 


involving the same point, although modifying the prin- 
ciple which has been stated. It was very much discussed 
in Miles v. Langley, 1 Russ. & Myl. 39, and upon re- 
In that case it was held 


a purchaser is not bound to inquire of the late occupier 
what was the nature of his title. A question also 
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such 
Lord 





judgment no grounds for distinguishing it as to 
art of the lands as was ia actual i 
Lyndhurst, however, upon appeal, refused to disturb 
the judgment of the Court below, and therefore Miles 
v. Langley is no doubt an authority for contending that 
mere occupation uuder an agreement for an pi, Masta 
is not of itself sufficient to affect a purchaser with notice. 

In White v. Wakefield, 7 Sim. 401, Sir Lancelot. Shad- 
well, V.C., also insisted upon a limitation of the general 
rule. In that case a vendor had signed a receipt for 
the whole purchase money, but suffered the pe me 
to retain part of it, and remained in ion as tenant 
to the purchaser ; and there it was Reld that possession 
was no notice to a subsequent purchaser of the vendor's 
lien for the sum which remained unpaid. The Vice- 
Chancellor's judgment proceeded upon the ground that 
if the purchaser had inquired he could only be informed 
that the money was not paid; but the vetidud had by the 
conveyance acknowledged the receipt of the whole 
sum, and this was enough to prevent inquiry. Indeed, 
the last-named decision can hardly be considered as any 
modification of the general principle. 

In Nelthorpe v. Holgate, 1 Coll. 203, a person seised 
in fee of an estate, subject to the life interest therein of 
his mother, and having knowledge of his mother’s in- 
terest, contracted to sell the estate to a party who had 
no actual knowledge of her interest, but who knew or 
might have known that she resided on the property 
as tenant or occupier; and Sir J. L. Knight Heued, 
V.C., held that although the mother’s residence might, 
as between her and the purchaser, have carried con- 
structive notice of her rights, it was. not necessarily 
notice as between the vendor and purchaser, so as to de- 
prive the purchaser of his right to compensation in re- 
spect of the life interest. 

The correlative question—viz, how far tena 
or occupation implies notice—has been raised and decided. 
In King v. Wilson, 6 Beav. 124, it was held that a 
tenant in possession was entitled to an abatement 
where the property purchased had been stated b 
the particulars to be forty-six feet in depth, although it 
turned out to be thirty-three only. In this case, however, 
there had been, in fact, a misrepresentation, whether 
intentional or otherwise, aad any such case, of course, 
could not be decided merely upon the ground of con- 
structive notice in the occupier. 

Such cases as that which has recently been under 
consideration at the Mansion House serve to jog 
the memory about some points of practical importance 
that are apt to be forgotten without these unpleasant 
adininicula) memoria. We cannot, however, quite 
agree with the prosceuting attorney in this case 
when he said that it “furnished a striking proof of 
the necessity for a 2 seem of titles to la pro- 
perty,” and adding that “if such an arrangement had 
existed it would have been next to impossible for the 


| prisoner to have practised the deception laid to his 


arose, whether a purchaser was to be considered as | 
having implied notice of an agreement of exchange | 


under the following circumstances : —Under such agree- 
ment between A., who held lands under a college lease, 
and B., the owner of an ae estate, B. occupied 
part of the college lands, and A. had ocgupied, along 
with the residue of the leasehold, part ‘of 
be the bankruptcy of A., the college leasehold was 
80 

“late the residence of A.” 
purchaser had not notice of the agreement, although, as 
a matter of fact, B. was in occupation of 


lands purchased. His Honour was of opinion that the 


’s3 estate. | 


d, having been described in the particulars of sale as | 
Sir J. Leach held that the | 


of the | 


rule enunciated by Lord Eldon in Daniels vy. Davison | 


had no application to the case, although we find in his 


charge.” We have already shown that a public ome 
may itself be made an effective instrument of fraud, 
and that it will not be likely to prevent any frands that 
might not now be prevented by much more simple and 
inexpensive means, such for instance as the inquiries we 
haye here suggested. 


eae 
x 


ON PROPERTY IN SURNAMES. 

There is no natural principle of right forbidding the 
assumption or change of surnames. A name is an arti- 
culate sound used to distinguish a particular person from 
the rest of mankind. As there is nothing tangible in a 
mere yocal expression it is not, by natural law, a subject 
of property, and as it is only by mere arbitrary volition 
attached to the bearer, it is not part of the essence of the 
person who is designated by it. It follows, therefore, that 
unless the community interfere to modify the natural 


| right by legislative enactment or by unwritten law every 
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individual is justified in assuming or throwing off any 
name at pleasure. But the laws of every country confine 
the liberty of the subject within narrower limits than those 
which are laid down by nature. In our own country there 
were once laws for regulating the expenses of ness 
tables, and even for limiting the length of their shoes. 
A legislature which has thought proper to interfere with 
such minute and private matters would certainly have 
made enactments as to the adoption and change of sur- 
names if it had deemed that public policy demanded such 
interference. We are not aware, however, that there 
are any public statutes circumscribing our rights over 
‘our surnames ; and no such statutes are alleged to exist 
even by persons who question those rights. We may 
safely assume, therefore, that the statute law leaves the 
question of surnames absolutely untouched. 

It only remains, then, to inquire whether the law of 
the courts, which is presumed to include rules on every 
=, if we could only find them, has introduced any 
modification of the natural right. It is often extremely 
difficult to hunt up a question in the numerous reports 
which contain our unwritten law, but as r s the 

int now under consideration there is no such difficulty, 

or the rule of the courts has been authoritatively laid 
down, confirmed by frequent repetition, and set forth 
and expounded with the utmost on a and perspicuity. 
It is briefly this: that any man may change his name if 
he likes—or, in other words, that the law does not inter- 
fere in any pi with the right which nature has given. 
In proof of the correctness of the above assertion we 

roceed to enumerate, first, several actual decisions or 
judicial acts; secondly, some dicta of eminent judges 
which are of great weight although unaccompanied by 


any express decision. The cases may be divided into three | 


classes or heads—1, cases relating to gifts of property 
conditioned on a change of name, 2, cases under the 
Marriage Acts; 3, alterations of names on the official 
records of the courts. 

1. In Doe d. Luscombe v. Yates a testator directed 
that every person coming in for certain property under 
his will, should change his name to Luscombe within 
three years by “Act of Parliament or some other 
authority as effectual for that purpose,” and that other- 
wise the property should go over. J. L. Manning, 
however, a person entitled, had changed his name to 
Luscombe by voluntary assumption before the appointed 
time, and did not attempt to obtain such authority. 


The Court of King’s Bench decided that he was entitled | 


to retain the property; on the ground that his name 
being Luscombe legally already, the express fulfilment of 
the condition became unnecessary. In givi 
Abbott, C.J. (afterwards Lord Tenterden), used the 
following words :—‘ A name assumed by the voluntary 
act of a young man at his outset into life, adopted by 
all who know him, and by which he is constantly 
called, becomes for all purposes that occur to my mind 
as much and effectually his name as if he had obtained 
an Act of Parliament to confer it upon him.” And 
further, “a ‘bearing’ de facto, though by voluntary 
assumption, is sufficient to satisfy the general and ordi- 
nary meaning of the words ‘ bearing the surname.’” 

2. The Marriage Acts (26 Geo. 2, c. 33, 4 Geo. 4, c. 
76) provide that the true names of the parties are to be 
delivered to the parson in order that the banns may be 
published, and if this provision of the Act be not com- 

lied with, the marriage is invalid—with this exception, 
introduced by the later Act, that the infraction must be 


made with the knowledge of both parties. In the case | 


of Rex. v. Billinghurst, 3 M. & S. 250 (under the old 
law), Abraham Langley was married under the name of 
George Smith, the said Abraham Langley (a pauper) 
having been known as George Smith for three years 


during which he had lived in the parish. The mar- | 


riage was held to be valid. 


3. In Ex parte William ett, 1 L. M. & P. 1, an 
application was made that Wilken Daggett Ingledew, 


judgment, | 


an attorney, who had recently, without Royal licence or 
other authority, changed his name to “ William Daggett,” 
a be entered in his assumed name on the rolls, 
and the altered entry was allowed in all the superior 
courts of common law. On a similar application by one 
Simon (1 L. M. & P. 6, note), Cresswell, J., said, 
“If this gentleman seeks to substitute one surname for 
another, without any improper object in view, there is 
no objection to his doing so.” of name have 
similarly been allowed on the roll of solicitors. 

It is unnecessary to cite other cases, as the above are 
sufficient to show that the principle contended for is 
generally ised.. It must be observed that the 
question seems never to have been raised for its own 
sake, and’ that no one appears to have disputed the 
point except with some ulterior object—a strong argu- 
ment to show that the right has not been found to inter- 
fere with public convenience. In all the above cases a 
fraudulent use of the new name would have been fatal ; 
but we need make no further allusion to this point, 
since a fraudulent transaction would be equally invalid, 
if effected not by change of name but by some other 
means. 

We come next to the dicta of judges and lawyers, 
which are so numerous that we can only epitomize them 
very briefly. In Rez v. Billinghurst (above cited) Lord 
Ellenborough lays down that the object of the Marriage 
Acts is best attained by a publication in the name by 
which the party is known; and further, that such a known 
and acknowledged name is the true one; and an original 
name by which the party is not generally known is a 
false name within the meaning of the statute. In Barlow 
v. Bateman, 3 P. W. 65, Sir J. Jekyll said that “any 
one may take upon himself what surname and as many 
surnames as he pleases without an Act of Parliament.” 
In the above-cited case of Luscombe v. Yates the cele- 
brated Mr. Preston said that the assumption of the tes- 
tator’s name was a mode equally effectual of acquiring a 
new surname as an Actof Parliament. In Frankland v. 
Nicholson, 3 M. & S. 259, note, Lord Stowell stated ex- 
pressly that the notion of a Royal licence or an Act 
of the Legislature being necessary to a change of name 
was erroneous ; that the use of an original name might 
be a fraud upon the Marriage Act; and that names 
acquired by repute, use, and habit might supersede the 
original name. In Davies v. Lowndes, 1 Bing. N. C. 
618, Chief Justice Tindal said, “ there is no necessity for 
a Royal sign manual to change the name ;” and further, 
| “a man may, if he pleases, and it is not for any fraudu- 
| lent purpose, take a name, and work his way in the 
world with his new name as well as he can.” 
| It will be seen from the above, that in the opinion of 
| the most able judges no necessity exists for an Act of 
Parliament or a Royal licence. There is a distinction, 
however, between these two, though both are equally 
unnecessary proceedings. Lord Eldon, in Leigh v. Leigh,* 
| 15 Ves. Jun. 100, lays down that an Act of Parliament 





| can give a man a name, but that the Royal licence, on — 


| the other hand, cannot do so, being only a permission 
from the Sovereign to take the name; so that a name 
| taken by Royal licence, is merely a name taken by 
| voluntary assumption. It is clear, then, that the 

Royal licence is not only unnecessary, but absolutely 
| ineffective, and it may be naturally asked, why has it 
| become the custom to seek it at all? This question is 
| answered for us by Chief Justice Tindal, who, in the 
| case above quoted, observes that “it is a mode which 
| persons often have recourse to because it gives a greater 
| sanction to the change of name, and makes it more no- 
| torious.” We may also remember that vanity is in- 
herent in the human breast, and that some people may 
feel flattered by appearing (however erroneously) to be 
special objects of her Majesty's solicitude. 


j 








* In this case John Smith had changed his name to Leigh by Royal 
licence, but Judgment was given against him on the same ame as 
the judgment in the appeal case of Barlow v, Bateman, 2 Bro, P. C. 272, 
where the name had been changed without Royal licence. 
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The Courts. 


CENTRAL CRIMINAL COURT. 

Sept. 24.—At the sitting of the Court this morning 

Mr. Clark, one of the counsel for the Crown, addressing the 
Court, said, that among the cases in his lordship’s list was one 
against a person named William Roupell, who was charged by 
one indictment with the forgery of a will, and by another with 
the forgery of a deed. ‘To both these indictments the prisoner 
had pleaded rot guilty, but he was informed that he now 
desired to withdraw that plea, and to plead guilty to both the 
charges, and, with the consent of his lordship, he proposed 
that this course should be now taken. 

Mr. Justice ByLxs said he had no:objection. 

The prisoner was then placed at the bar. He walked to the 
front of the dock with a firm step, and during the address he 
subsequently made to the Court he exhibited the greatest 
firmness and self-possession. 

Mr. Hemp the Deputy Clerk of Arraigns, addressed the 
prisoner, and said: William Roupell, you have pleaded not 
guilty to an indictment which charged you with the offence of 
forging a deed, and to one also which charged you with the 
forgery of a will. Are you desirous of withdrawing that plea, 
and pleading guilty ? 

Mr. Roupell.—I desire to plead guilty to both the charges; 
but before sentence is passed upon me I am anxious to say a 
few words to the Court, 

Mr. Justice Bxt.z8.—Call upon the prisoner. 

Mr. Kemp (addressing him),—Prisoner at the bar, you 
stand convicted, upon your own confession, of felony. What 
have you to say why judgment should not be passed upon you 

ing to law? 

Mr, Roupell then addressed his lordship, and, after alluding 
to his first false step in life, the particulars of which, however, he 
did not state, said “ I am most desirous to clear every one con- 
nected with me from any share in this most monstrous guilt, 
and I particulaly allude in this respect to those professional men 
who had’ transactions with me, and who were retained by me to 
make these deeds. No precaution could have prevented them 
from being deceived—ano precaution could have prevented them 
from being imposed upon by a desperate man such as I was. 
I grieve that so many innocent persons should have suffered by 
my proceedings, and that they should lose the property which 
they believed they had legal!y purchased from me, but the mo- 
tive for the course I have now taken is simple. There is no 
truth in the suggestion that has been made in many quarters 
that my conduct is to be explained by the fact that, being 
myself irretrievably ruined, I came forward actuated by a feel- 
ing of instinct, and desirous to benefit my family, and that in 
order to benefit them I have been induced to make the admis- 
sions I have done, without any regard to truth or justice, Such 
® suggestion as this appears to me to carry its own refutation 
with it. ‘The crimes that I subsequently committed were all 
the consequence of my first false step. I will not allude at any 
length to the terrible events that at length induced me to leave 
England, but I will state that when I resolved to take that step 
I did not consider that my first duty was to proteot my family, 
and the only ms for whom I entertained such feelings were 
those who had purchased property of me to a very large amount 
under the confidence that I had a legal power to dispose of that 
property. Before I left England I made the whole of thos 
persons fully acquainted with my guilt, and informed them of 
all that I had done. Those persons who had purchased the pro- 

= ry ye that I had committed those —- 

ut w not adopt any proceedings against me. I re- 
mained in England for more a week after I had made the 
Lng? hilary IT had made a full confession of my. guilt—but 
they did not take any proceedings against me; and when I 
found that this was the case I left my native country. I carried 
my liberty pinned to my shoulder. I offered to surrender. I 
told them my object was to retrieve the past, and at length 
I pressed them to tell me what they intended to do. In reply 
they told me that they did not believe my etory; that they 
thought it had been merely cleverly concocted for the purpose 
of benefitting my family, and that if any of my family dared to 
take any proceedings to disturb them in the possession of the 
property they had purchased, they would prosecute them, and 
me also, for conspiracy. ‘This prevented me from being able 
to effect any “Se a and I Pound that I had no alternative 


but to leave ey 

Mr, Justice Byes then addressed a few observations to the 
prisoner upon the crimes he had committed, and sentenced him 
to penal servitude for life. 





COURT OF COMMON COUNCIL. 

A Court of Common Council was held at Guildhall on the 
18th inst, for the despatcl: of business. The Lord Mayor, on 
taking the chair, expressed the regret he felt at having to 
announce to the meeting the death of Mr. Charles Pearson, the 
City Sclicitor. He had that morning received a letter from 
Mrs. Pearson reminding him that from a spontaneous sense of 
duty she had informed him, as the head of the corporation, of 
the sudden decease of her husband, by a special messenger ou 
the day on which the event occurred. She had since been‘ap- 
prised that it was necessary she should by her own hand request 
him to make a formal announcement of it to the assembled 
Courts of Aldermen and Common Council. Her husband, she 
added, expired instantaneously at half-past two o'clock on the 
morning of Sunday, the 14th inst. Alderman Dakin, in a few 
appropriate words, referred to the great loss which the corpo- 
ration had sustained by the death of so able a public officer, and 
which he said was felt all the more from the consideration of 
its sudden occurrence. On his motion the letter of Mrs, Pear- 
son, was ordered to be inscribed on the journals of the Court. 
Mr. H. Lowman Taylor said the duty would shortly devolve 
upon the Court to appoint a successor to. the deceased gentle- 
man, but in the meantime he would move that it be referred to 
the Officers and Clerks Committee to inquire into the nature of 
the duties and emoluments incident to the office of city solicitor, 
and whether any and what alterations should be made therein, 
and especially to re-consider if the office may with advantage 
be amalgamated with any existing appointment in the corpo- 
ration, and report fully thereon to the Court.. The motion was 
seconded by Deputy Harrison, and carried without any expres- 
sion of dissent: as was also another by Mr. Taylor, that in the 
interim the duty of city solicitor be discharged by Mr. Brand, 
the controller, 





MANSION HOUSE POLICE COURT: 

Sept 18,—Luther Yeates, described as an accountant at 14, 
Tokenhouse-yard and residing at 1, Langport-place, Camber. 
well, was placed at the bar before Mr. Alderman Rose, wh 
sat for the Lord Mayor, charged with forging and uttering a 
deed purporting to have been executed by Admiral Sir Join 
West, with intent to defraud Lieutenant-Colonel John Temple 
West, of Ryde, Isle of Wight. 

In reply to a question from the Bench, the prisoner said he 
had no professional adviser. 

It appeared from the statement of Mr. Lewis, jun., solicitor, of 
Ely-place, who appeared on behalf of the prosecutors, that the 
prisoner had been formeriy a solicitor’s clerk, in which capa- 
city it was supposed he had become acquainted with the title 
of Sir John West to very extensive property in Lambeth, of 
which the Admiral had the power to grant leases. It a 
that Colonel West, the father of Sir John, by will devised the 
property in question, producing a very large rental, and which he 
held on lease, to his wife for life, and at her death to his son Mr. 
Temple West, for life, at whose death it passed to Admiral Sir 
John West, and then to his eldest son, Lieutenant-Colonel. John 
Temple West. The mode in which the prisoner had effected the 
forgeries with which he was charged was very remarkable. So far 
as could be then ascertained the first of the series was committed 
in March, 1858, and the rest at intervals down to July of the 
rapa year. He appeared to have prepared leases of property to 

imself, which purported to have been granted by Sir John West, 
for considerations in money which the deeds themselves recited ; 
and on condition of the payment in each case of a small ground- 
rent. Once in the possession in that way of what seemed to be 
a number of genuine deeds, the prisoner managed to mortgage 
the property to which they related to solicitors and others for 
very considerable sums of money, and that nothing should be 
wanting to give the various transactions of that kind an ap- 
pearance of regularity, and so lull suspicion, he i d the 
property and deposited the policies with the pretended title deeds. 
On mortgages so obtained he procured advances of money 
amounting in the aggregate to nearly £6,000 in an interval of 
little more than four years—viz., in March, 1858, from the Rev. 
Mr. Corbushley, £300; \October, 1859, Mr, Hopley, £700; 
December, 1859, Mr. Cheetem, £375; December, 1860, Mr. 
Hilberry, £250; March, 1860, Mr. ‘Yolhurst, two sums of 
£750 and £219; August, 1860, Mr. Thomas Parker, £800; 
December, 1860, Mr, Butcher, £550; January, 1861, Mr. 
M'‘Bride, £800; September, 1861, Mr Arnold, £750; January 
1862, Mr. Butcher again, £500; and July, 1862, Mr. Lay, £150, * 
depositing in each case a forged lease. In addition to the cases 
enumerated there were, it was believed, many other forged 











deeds in existence. It was, however, a remarkable circumstance 
that on Wednesday the 17th inst., when the prisoner was ap- 
prehended, the draft of a proposed mortgage for £700, approved 
by a highly respectable firm of solicitors, was found lying on his 
table, and, but for his arrest, the transaction would probably 


to another solicitor in Doctors’-commons for an advance of 
£700 upon the same property, and a deed, ready for execution 
and purporting to convey certain houses. in West-square, Lam- 


| 
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that according to the 16 & 17 Vict. c. 127,s. 14, (the clause 
as to fare), the driver could not charge for three persons where 
two adults and one child under ten years of age travelled in 
acab, Mr. Arnold not being aware whether his brother magis- 


| trates held his opinion that und . 33, sch A, of 
have been completed in aday or two. He had also applied | heeds ab 16° elma were oo 


beth, by Sir John West to himself, in consideration of £1,500, | 
was discovered among his papers. Unfortunately, however, | 
for the prisoner, though he was probably not aware of the cir- | 


cumstance, Sir John West had died in April last. Again, on 
4 similar unexecuted deed found in the prisoner's office, and 
which purported to be a conveyance by Sir John West to him- 


self, the ad valorem stamp of £7 10s. was found to have been | 


impressed so recently as the 15th inst. as shown by the stamp 
itself, although Sir John had died nearly six months before. 
The discovery of the prisoner’s forgeries and frauds had been 
made in this way:—In July last he waited on Mr, Lay, 


solicitor, of the Poultry, to whom he had been known for many | 


years, and borrowed £150 on the deposit of a forged lease. 
About that time he proposed to mortgage some of the property 
in question to Mr. Hopley, a solicitor in Doctor’s-commons, 
for £750. Mr. Hopley, knowing that Sir John West had died in 
the spring of this year, searched the registry for his will, which 
he saw was attested by Mr. Gamlen, a highly respectable ’soli- 
citor of long standing in Gray’s-inn-square. Of Mr. Gamlen 
he made inquiries with reference to a 1 he had sven in the 
posssession of Mr. Lay, upon which Mtr. Gamlen, astonished 
by those inquiries, called upon Mr. Lay, and saw the deed in 
question, which he at once pronounced to be a forgery. Mr. 
Gamlen thereupon placed the matter in the hands of the police, 
and the prisoner was arrested by a detective officer, who after- 
wards found, on searching his office in Tokenhouse-yard, copies 
of many of the forged leases, and of the mortgage deeds granted 
on those leases, in addition to the two unexecuted deeds to which 
reference had been made. One of the documents found there 
@ontained evident traces of attempts which had been made to 
imitate the signature of Sir John West. Besides, the signature 
to some of the forged instruments purporting to be that of an 
attesting witness proved on inquiry to be purely fictitious. Mr. 
Lay was informed that the prisoner was in custody, but instead 
of coming to the court to produce the forged deed, he appeared 
to have kept out of the way and sent his son, who came 
without the deed. Besides, the moment he knew the prisoner 
was in custody, Mr. Lay seemed to have laid an attachment on 
the prisoner's account at one of the banks in-the city, against 
everybody else, and it would be for him to explain that trans- 
action, if it was capable of explanation. 

Evidence having been given respecting one of the forged deeds 
Mr. Lewis stated that he was not then prepared to proceed 
further in the inquiry, and asked for a remand, whereupon Mr, 
Alderman Rose remanded the prisoner until Friday, the 26th 
inst. (yesterday). 


MARLBOROUGH STREET POLICE COURT. 


Sept. 18.—A cab driver, was summoned before Mr. Tyrwhitt 
for taking more than his fare. 

The complainant, stated that the defendant's cab was hired 
to take one grown person, two children, and a small box, which 
was placed outside, The legal fare was two shillings, but the 
defendant demanded twopence additional for the box. 

The defendant said he was entitled to charge for luggage, as 
there were more than two persons in his cab, 

Mr. Tyrwairr said he had already decided that two chil- 
dren under ten years of age were to be reckoned as one person 
only. He should abide by that decision until set right by the 
Queen's Bench, before whom the question was now pending for 
tinal decision. As far as the question of luggage was concerned 
the Act expressly stated that where not more than two persons 
were carried the cabman must take a reasonable quantity of 
Inggage without charge. The decision, therefore, was that the 
detendant must refund the twopence, and pay the costs of the 
summons, 

WESTMINSTER POLICE COURT. 
In the account of thecab case, referred toante p. 817, Mr. Arnold 
was understood to say that the majority of the London magis- 
. trates shared io the opinion held by him that a driver of a cab 
could charge for luggage carried outside when two adults and 
one child under ten rode inside the vehicle, whereas it should 
lave been that the majority of the magistrates were agreed 





same Act (the clause as to luggage), a drivér is entitled to 
charge for one child travelling with two adults where the ques- 
tion of luggage is involved. 
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Recent Decisions. 


EQUITY. ‘ 
AvuTHOR AND PostisHeER—AccouNT—JOURISDICTION, 
Barry v. Stevens, M. R., 10 W, R, 822. 

Some of the higher branches of equity jurisprudence appear 
to bear the same relation to the more settled elements of 
the chancery code that the milky way does in astro- 
nomy to the well-ascertained motions of the smaller satellites. 
The Court, indeed, is not aggressive now, as it was in the days 
of Lord Bacon. It has not its own region to vanquish, but 
merely to retain it. It is, however, as a general rule, 
sufficiently jealous of any intrusion on its ‘boundaries. 
The Chancellor's foot is not at present large or small 
according to his own discretion.. He is now as much tied down 
by precedent as are his brethren of Westminster. Most of the 
principles of equity jurisprudence, indeed, were settled 
during the régime of Lord Eldon. Nevertheless their applica- 
tion is often extremely difficult. This has resulted from the 
original nature of the Court, which was remedial, protective, 
auxiliary, adjustive, executive, or, in fine, anything what- 
soever that will indicate a provision for civil rights or remedies 
not recognised at the common law. ‘This intrusive cha- 
racter of the Court affects the application, nay, we are 
strongly inclined to add, that it influences even the very opera- 
tion of the principles, of its jurisprudence; so that it 
does not appear to us to be very erroneous te say 
that the question of the extent and limits of equity 
jurisprudence is not, even at the present day finally set- 
tled. Its genesis is still going on; tlie development of its 
authority is not yet complete; and wherever its boundaries 
are confused, they will suggest much argument either of an 
ethical character where the question is one of morality, or of a 
technical nature where it is to be discussed by its analogy to 
the settled rules or forms of common law. The proposition— 
that equity jurisprudence is at the present day clearly defined 
—appears to us, therefore, not to be strictly correct. Most of 
its branches undoubtedly are so. The proposition is, conse- 
quently, approximately true. But what has made it pass 
so current appears to be the fact that the Court no longer ap- 
pears inclined to extend its province. This view of the matter 
is very well borne out by the present case. 

An element common to almost every single branch of equity 
jurisprudence is that it endeavours to ascertain and define the 
uncertain. If we were disposed to offer a definition of equity 
jurisprudence, we would define it as that legal system which 
ascertains and provides for what is inadequately ascertained or 
provided for at common law. Why does the Court redress a 
fraudulent wrong, repair an accidental loss, or decree an ac- 
count, a specific performance or compensation for a bilateral 
mistake? In all these various cases the common element ot 
indefiniteness will be found—a sort of indefiniteness which 
courts of law will not estimate. This great and peculiar cha- 
racteristic of the Court is placed ina clear light by the present 
case in which the author of an interesting treatise on the juris- 
diction of the Court found that he had not yet fully learned 
the nature and qualities of the complex subject of his treatise. 

It is perfectly well settled that the Court has no jurisdiction 
under the head of account where the accounts are all on one 
side and no discovery is sought or required, or where there is 
but a single matter on the side of the plaintiff and mere set- 
off on the other side and no discovery is sought. The cases 
in which the Court has jurisdiction may be ranged under the 
two following classes:—1l. When the accounts are mutual; 2. 
when they are on one side only but a discovery is sought and is 
material to the relief: Mackenzie v. Johnston, 4 Madd. 374; 
Massey v. Banner, 4 Madd. 416, 417. 

In Mackenzie v. Johnston, ubi sup., Sir John Leach observed 
“the defendants here were agents for the sale of the property 
of the plaintiff, and where such a relation exists # bill will lie 
for an account.” Foley v. Hill, 2 Ho. of Las. Cas, 35; 
and Phillips vy. Phillips, 9 Hare, 461, also go to show that 
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the mere relation of principal and agent subsisting between 
the parties affords a basis for jurisdiction. The contrary doc- 
trine, however, is now clearly settled. _The only principle 
upon which mere agency could rest in respect of the right of 
the principal to maintain a suit for an account against his 
agent is that of trust and confidence. Here we are anxious to 
invite the reader's attention to the element of indefiniteness 
upon which we have already commented as constituting so im- 
portant a charateristic of equity jurisprudence. A principal 
may sometimes not know what are the charges which his agent 
may claim to set-off. The former, therefore, has in such a 


case @ locus standi in the court by seeking a discovery. But | 


an agent must be conscious of the expense to which he has 
been put, if he claim to set off such. His demand, consequently, 
must be a mere money demand readily ascertainable by a pro- 
cess of calculation, the elements necessary for which rest in his 
own knowledge, It consists of a sum certain, which requires 
no adjustment of uncertainties. The maxim, therefore, ap- 
plies id certum est quod certum reddi potest. The ground of 
the jurisdiction in equity is stated by Lord Redesdale to be 
“that the account has become so complicated that a court of 
law would be incompetent upon a trial at nisi prius to take 
the same,with all necessary accuracy:” O’Conner v. Spaene 1 
Sch. & Lef. 305; vide Darthez v. Clemens, 6 Beay. 165; Philli 
v. Phillips, ubi sup.; Navulshaw v. Brownrigg, 2 De G, M. 
& G. 455. In King v. Rossett, 2 Y. & J. 35, Alexander, C.B., 
states the rule in these words: —“Before the Court will interfere, 
the ground for its interposition must be laid by showing an 
account which cannot fairly be investigated in a court of law.” 
In the present case there was a contract entered into by the 
defendants with the plaintiff to print and publish 500 copies 
of his treatise “ On the Statutory Jurisdiction of the Court of 
Chancery.” The defendants rendered what they called an 
account, and bronght an action to recover the balance due 
upon it. The plaintiff then filed his bill for an account and 
an injunction. A demurrer to the jurisdiction was allowed by 
the Master of the Rolls. His Honour observed :—* I am very 
fur from saying that an author of a book may not come here 
for an account against his publishers when such account is 
refused altogether,” “The general right of a principal to 
bring such a suit against his agent I shonld be sorry to im- 
peach; but that principle does not apply to a case like the pre- 
sent, where the subject-matter is confined within certain speci- 
fied limits, and it is a mere money demand, which may per- 
fectly well be tried at law.” 

The general principle to be extracted from the conflict of 
authority which to some extent exists in respect of the right 
of a principal to sue his agent in the Court of Chancery ap- 
pears to be this:—If the agent be a general one, the principal 
has in all cases a locus standi in equity; but if the agent be 
for a particular purpose only or for a certain number of specified 
matters a demurrer will, as in the present case, lie to a bill by 
the principal where there is no discovery sought that is mate- 
rial to the relief. It follows from this that where an account 
is already rendered by the agent, the principal loses his claim 
to the aid of the Court, unless he charges fraud or mis-state- 
ment, because the rendering of such account makes the 
demand a liquidated or money one. 


-s 
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Correspondence. 





Tne Laxp Transrer Act. 

Task permission to say a few words in your journal as to 
Lord Westbury’s Act, in respect of titles and conveyances. 
The effect of this Act does not appear to be clearly apprehended, 
and, no doubt, it requires close attention even by the profession. 
Should the Act fail—as.is feared by some, and not without 
cause-—in securing “ indefeasibility,” it is, 1 think, clear that it 
will secure it to a large extent. ‘The Act provides for two 
things, viz.;—1st, The proof of title; and 2nd, The conveyance 
of the estate. Let me humbly ask your readers to follow me 
in a few observations on these two branches of the Act. 

1. The proof of title.—It will be observed that the Act 
gives machinery for what may, I think, be termed a judicial 
investigation of title. ‘To the owner of large estates this must, 
I think, be regarded to be a boon, as whatever miscarriages 
may take place in the working of the Act, or whatever its 
defects may be discerned to be, no such method of investigation 
out of Court has hitherto, as is wel) known, existed. A title, 
when investigated and registered under this Act—one so 
careful and so cautious in its machinery—will, I think, 
be found tolerably impregnable against attack. But it 











will be seen by sect, 20 that the Act only—as it seems 
to me—contemplates “ indefeasibility”’ in the cases ot sale, 
mortgage, or contract for “valuable consideration.” In these 
cases, the title is warranted by the Act against “all persons ” 
whatsoever, including her Majesty, her heirs and successors. 
This being so, the Act does not touch nor does it attempt, as 
it seems to me, to touch, any cases of fraud between the regis- 
tered owner and a prior owner of the estate, and to this point 
the attention of the profession may, I think, well be directed. 
It will be observed that the clause requires a careful analysis 
to see the governing expressions, and it is to be assumed that it 
was Lord Westbury’s design to leave all other cases open to 
the ordinary rights of the parties. If I am correct in this 
view of the Act, Waite, in Roupell’s case, would not have had 
an indefeasible title, even if he had been a registered owner 
under this Act, 

2. The conveyance of the estate.—This, it seems is left, as 
to mode, to the option of the parties. It may be made in the 
statutory form referred to by sect, 63, by endorsement on the 
certificate, by deposit of the certificate, or by any of the ordi- 
ary modes of conveyance. ‘The cases of devise and settlement 
necessarily retain their present difficulties. In the case, how- 
ever, of a devise, certainty of titlemay be gained, I apprehend, 
by a statutory conveyance in the testator's life-time, subject to 
to such trusts as may be declared by his will. And in the 
case of a settlement the like certainty may be attained by a 
statutory conveyance, subject to a declaration of trusts. No 
doubt this branch of the Act is pregnant with difliculties, 
but many of them will probably give way as titles get esta- 
blished. It is important to observe that no equitable mort- 
gage or lien on registered land is to be created by a deposit of 
title deeds. Let me add that I pass by the case of sales under 
the Act, as I do not think tuey call for any especial remark. 
All practitioners know the value which is attached to the sale 
of land by the Court of Chancery, as it is known by the public 
the title has been investigated. The protection given in the 
case of a contemplated sale by the 48th section of this Act, is 
deserving, I think, of attention, as, by this section, both the 
applicant and his solicitor may be examined as to the title. 
It will be evident that this will be a great fortification to titles 
in the case of sales under the Act, and give to the conveyance 
a degree of strength and stability hitherto unknown in England. 

3, Compton Street, Balls’ Pond. J. CULVERHOUSE. 

23rd September, 1862. 


——_—_—_———————— 


The Provinces. 


Worcrster.—At the county petty sessions, heldat Worcester 
on the 16th inst., Isaac Powell, a labouring man, was ch 
under the new Poaching Act with having in his possession , 
game unlawfully procuted. It appeared that the man was 
met late at night by a policeman in the road, with a bag con- 
taining a hare and some young rabbits. He admitted that he 
had caught the rabbits and hare while he was cutting some 
beans, and he was ordered to pay a fine of £2 5s., with the 
costs of the hearing, amounting to 12s, The magistrates took 
this opportunity, being the first case brought before them, to 
discuss the provisions of the Act, respecting which a difference 
of opinion was expressed. Mr. Curtler (chairman) said there 
were some doubts whether the fact of finding game in the pos- 
session of a person on the highway was enough for a conviction 
without tracing the game to the place whence it was taken. 
He, however, thought the justices could convict without tracing 
the game, but the Rev. J. Pearson expressed a contrary view. 
The magistrates, with the object of having this moot point 
cleared up, expressed a desire that on the first opportnnity a 
case for the opinion of the Court of Queen’s Bench on it suould 
be drawn up by the justices. 


a 


CO-OPERATIVE SOCIETIES. 


The proceedings of the Congress of Economists, which re~ ° 
cently held its sittings at Weimar, were inangurated on 
the 10th inst, by the Staats Rath Stichling, who, in a few 
appropriate words, welcomed the members of the Congress 
in the name of the Grand Ducal Government. The Con- 
gress then proceeded to the choice of a president and his 
deputies, and the election of the former post fell upon Dr. 
Braun, of Wiesbaden, the president of the Second Chamber of 
the Duchy of Nassau, who, for the fourth time, guide the 
proceedings of the Congress. President Lette, of Berlin, 
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member of the Prussian House of Representatives, and Pro- 
fessor Biedermann, of Weimar, were appointed vice-presidents. 
The first question of importance which came before the 
Congress was a report by Herr Schultze-Daelitsch, one of 
the foremost and most popular ot the Prussian Fortechritt 
party, and member for the city of Berlin, upon the co-operative 
associations, of which he has been the great promoter, and is 
the duly-appointed representative. The report did not pro- 
voke any discussion, but these associations are of so interesting 
a nature, differing. as they do, completely in their character 
from the distributive and productive co-operative associations 
which exist in this country, and are, moreover, so little known, 
that some account of them may be interesting to our readers. 
The German co-operative societies are of two kinds—loan 
and credit associations ( Vorschuss-und Credit-Vereine) and 
societies for providing the members with the materials used in 
their trades (Rohstoff-und Magasin Associationen), They 
date from the year 1849, and owe their origin mainly to Herr 
Schultze Daelitsch. The object of these loan societies is to 
supply the small master, a class which is far more numerous 
in Germany than in England, with the small capital which he 
requires, in order to purchase upon fair terms the material he 
requires, and avoid the sacrifice which the necessity of an im- 
mediate disposal of the finished work to obtain the means of 
doing more usually entails. They have, besides, the purpose 
of encouraging economical habits and supplying a safe in- 
vestment for small savings, The means for granting these 
loans, which are usually made for three months, and for which 
the borrowers have to offer security, are supplied partly by a 
monthly contribution, which each member is required to pay 
until the amount of his share is fully made up. To the amount 
so paid up he can always borrow without security. It can be 
paid up at once, and in that case the member receives his 
share of the dividend, which otherwise is carried to his credit, 
towards payment in full of the share, partly by deposits made 
by non-members in small sums, upon which interest is paid by 
the society, and partly by money borrowed by the society from 
capitalists and other persons who have it to invest. For 
all these liabilities the members are jointly and seve- 
rally responsible. There is no limited liability, and the 
promoters repudiate this idea which is so great a favourite 
with us as in the highest degree destructive to the fruitful 
action of the societies. For these loans, which are onl 
granted to members, a rate of interest and commission, whic 
varies from 4 to 14 per cent., is charged, The profit that 
remains, after defraying the cost of management, paying the 
interest upon the small deposits received and the larger loans 
contracted, is, after making provision for a reserve fund, dis- 
tributed in dividends amongst the members. The dividends 
in 1861 ranged from 5 to 63 per cent. The average being a 
high one. The management is vested in a committee chosen 
annually or oftener by the members, and is controlled by 
general meetings held once every three months or oftener. 
The success of these societies has been remarkable. Whilst 
the old savings banks and loan societies, in which the elee- 
mosynary, or at least patronage, element enters, are at a stand- 
still, these loan societies—in which the workmen feel a 
thorough independence, and although ready to receive and 
thankfully acknowledge advice and assistance, yet can say 
that the capital they dispose of is their own, or at least en- 
trusted to them upon their own responsibility—have made a 
progress which throws all other developments of the co-opera- 
tive principle into the shade. In the report of Herr Schultze, 
to which we have referred, he gives a list of 188 of these socie- 
ties, with a statement of their working for the year 1861. The 
number of members was 48,760; the sums advanced 
to these members amounted to more than two and 
a-half millions sterling ; the interest paid by the members 
upon these advances to nearly £50,000, a figure which dues 
not, however, represent the full amount of interest, as the in- 
terest upon these advances, which was not due and not paid in 
the year, is not included. ‘The interest paid by the societies 
on deposits and loans was nearly £25,000; the costs of man- 
agement a little more than £10,000, and the net profit about 
*£12,500. At the end of the year the paid-up capital in the 
shares of the members amounted to £120,000, their reserve 
fund to £16,000, their borrowed capital to about £300,000, 
the voluntary deposits or savings placed in their hands to 
about £400,000; their whole working capital, quently, to 
more than £800,000. And with all this business the losses 
were only £2,000, of which more than £1,800 were tncurred 
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the movement. They refer to only 188 societies, and Herr 
Schultze gives a list of 364, and estimates the number now in 
work at 400, and the amount of their transactions at more 
than £3,000,000 sterling. The majority of these societies are 
established in Prussia, which numbers 188, but Saxony has 54, 
and Nassau 16. 

The object of the Rohstoff Associationen is to supply small 
masters with the materials of their trade at a lower price, and 
when necessary, upon credit. The small master who possesses 
no capital is necessarily placed in a most unfavourable position 
for competing with large manufacturers, He can only buy in 
very small quantities, and has therefore but a small choice 
before him. He has mostly to ask for credit, and he has in 
that case to pay an excessive price for a bad article. No mat- 
ter how good a workman he may be, his work must then suffer in 
comparison with that of others who have used the best materials. 
It is in aid of this class that the Rohstoff Associationen comes. 
Each society is necessarily confined to the members of one trade, 
and the majority of those existing are composed of shoemakers, 
tailors, workers in wood and in leather. The goods required 
by the society are purchased either with moncy raised upon the 
joint and several security of the members or upon the credit of 
thesame. They are sold at an advance of from four to eight 
per cent. upon this purchase price, out of which the interest to 
capitalists who have advanced the funds, the costs of manage- 
ment, warehouse room, &c., are paid, and the balance or profit 
is divided amongst the members in proportion to the amount 
of their purchases. As these costs of management do not absorb 
more than four per cent., and the capital of the association is 
turned over three or four times in the year, the amount of the 
dividend is considerable. ‘The same provision for payment of 
contributions to shares, and for apportioning the dividends to 
them until fully paid up, for forming a reserve fund, &c., are 
made as in the loan associations. Herr Schultze gives a list of 
thirty-two of these unions, with an account of their working in 
the year 1861. They numbered 1,527 members; possessed a 
capital of about £9,000, of which their own shares and reserve 
fund supplied £3,000, the rest being borrowed; they enjoyed 
good credit, and purchased large quantities of goods upon 
credit, their total purchases amounting to more than £30,000, 
and whilst giving a fair dividend to the members, supplied them 
with goods of an excellent quality at from 20 to 60 per cent. 
below the price at which, isolated, they must have purchased 
bad materials. These thirty-two, however, form but a small 
minority of the existing Rohstoff Associationen. The report 
contains a list of 129, and the estimated present number is about 
200. 


ithe 
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Public Companies. 


Miptanp Great WESTERN. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company held on the 21st 
inst., a dividend at the rate of 5 per cent. per anndm was de- 
clared on the ordinary stock of the company for the last half- 
year. 
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Births, Marriages, and Deaths. 
BIRTHS, 

HAYNES—On Sept. 13, the wife of Freeman Oliver Haynes, Barrister-at- 
Law, of twin daughters, since deceased. ‘ 

HOLMES—On Sept, 22, the wife of John Holmes, Esq., of a daughter. 

LAWSON—On Sept. 23, the wife of William Norton Lawsun, Esq, 
Barris ter-at-Law, of a son. 

RUSSELL—On Sept. 20, the wife of John Russell, Esq., Solicitor, of a 
daughter. 

STRODE—On June 24, at Otago, New Zealand, the wife of Alfred Chet- 
ham Strode, Esq,, Resident Magistrate, of a son. 

WADDILOVE—On Sept. 19, the wife of Edward Waddilove, jun., Esq , 


of a son, 
MARRIAGES, 

ARGLES—BEALE—On Sept. 23, at Folkstone, John Argles, Esq., chymist 
and druggist, Bank-st., Maidstone, to Constance Jane, daughter of Wil- 
liam , Esq., Solicitor, Maidstone. 

BROWN—KOUGH—On Sept. 4, Adam Brown, Esq., to Mary, eldest 
daughter of Thomas Harley Kough, Esq., Solicitor, Shrewsbury. 

HOUGH—BARKER—On Sept. 17, William Henry Hough, Esq., of Oak- 
ham, Solicitor, to Elizabeth, eldest daughter of the late James Barker. 
Esq,, of Oldham, Lancashire. 

KING—LAMBDEN—On Sept. 18, William King, Esq., of College-villa, 
Camberwell-grove, Solicitor, to Elizabeth Bruce, younger dadghter of 
the late Abraham Lambden, surgeon, Coningsby. 


in one society through the misconduct of one of the officers | A Ee a oe Sept. 18, Marmaduke Matthews, Esq., 


and the neglect of a proper control. But these figures, sur- 
prising as they are, by no means represent the whole extent of 


Bucklersbury, Solicitor, eldest son of obey Matthews, Req., of 
Finger Hackney, to Eliza Theodora, elder daughter of Walter 
Capper, ., of Kidbrooke-terrace, Blackheath, 
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MURRAY—WILLAUME—On Sept. 18, Charles Frederick, second son of 
William Murray, Esq., M.P.. to Cathe rine only danghter of 
Thomas Butts ‘anqueroy Willaume, Esq., of Chester-terrace, Regent's- 


SCOONES—HAGGARD—On Sept. 16, the Rev. William Dalton Scoones, 
incumbent of Langley, Bucks, to Elizabeth, second daughter of the 
late John Haggard, ti a of Doctors’-commons. 

SCOTT—ARMSTRONG—On Sept. 18, the Rev. Gustavus Hopton Scott, 

of Gringley-on-the-Hill, Notts, son of the late Edward William 
Sooct, Hea Q.C., to Fanny S. Armstrong, hn enly daughter aud heiress of 
the late Rev. Francis Armstrong, rector of Carlow. 

TROUGHTON—MORRIS—Ou Sept. 17, Richard Zouch S. Troughton, Esq., 
eldest son of Richard Zouch Troughton, Esq., of Tyne-lodge, Hammer- 
smith-road, to Ann Adelaide, eldest daughter’ of the Tate Richard Morris, 
Esq., Barrister-at-La w, of King’s Farm Lodge, Richmond, Surrey. 

DEATHS, 

BURNS—On Sept. 19, James Burns, Esq.,K.H., LL.D., F.R.S., of Lad- 
broke-sq., one of her Majesty’s Justices of the Peace for Middlesex. 

MASSEY—On Sept. 6, aged 50, Eliza, the beloved wife of Francis Wood 
Massey, Esq., Solicitor, Chester. 

PEACHEY—On Sept. 12, Frances Gertrude, daughter of Francis Peachey, 
Esq., of St. John’s-terrace, Notting-hill, Solicitor. 

RICHARDSON—On Sept. 17, John Cressey Richardson, Esq., for many 
years a practising attorney in Hull. 


—_—_-———_ 
Estate Exchange Report. 


AT THE MART. 
By Mr. Mogrewu. 


Leasehold Residence, No. 3, Kensington-park-road ; let at £85 per annum; 
term 99 years from 1860; ground rent, £15.—sold for £325. 

Leasehold similar House, No. 4, Kensington-park-road.—Sold for £835. 

Leasehold similar House, No. 5, Kensington-park-road.—Sold for £825, 

Leasehold similar House, No. 6, Kensington-park-road.—Sold for A 

Leasehold similar House, No. 7, Kensington-park-road; let at £80.—Sold 


for £800. 
— similar House, No, 8, Kensington-park-road ; let at £82.—Sold 
— similar House, No. 9, Kensington-park-road ; let at £75.—Sold 
Leasehold similar House, No. 10, Kensington-park-road ; let at £90.—Sold 


By Messrs. Vewtom & Son. 
Freehold Estate, Heron-court, Rugely, Staffordshire.—Sold for £3,020. 





By Mr. Jonn M. Dean. 


Leasehold Residence, No. 3, Cobom-place, Bow-road ; Jet at £84 per ann.; 
lease 97 years from 1819, ground rent £16.—Sold for £750. 


—_- -—~<>-—- 
London Gazettes. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Farpay, Sept. 19, 1862. 
Akers, Frances, Aston New Town, Aston-juxta-Birmingham, Spinster. 
Oct 20. Sols Barlow & Smith, Birmingham. 

Graygoose, Mary, formerly of 8 Gothic-villas, Lower-rd, Islington, and 
aherwerts of Tunbridge-place, New-rd, Middlesex, Widow. Nov 15. 
Sols Cox & Stone, 33 Poultry, London, 

si Michael, Sheffield, Merchant. Nov 1. Sols Bramley & Gains- 
ford, 6 Parad is2-8q, Sheffield. 

Harrison, Frederick Willan, a eg Sweden. Oct 20. Sols Earle, 
Son, Hopps, & Orford, Mancheste 

Kay, Edward, Norton, Durham, Gent. Nov 17. Sols Newby, Richmond, 
ry Watson, Stockton-on-Tees. 

Low, Sarah, 5 Prospect-place, London-fields, Hackney, Middlesex, Widow. 
Nov 10. sol Thistlewood, 13 Willmot-rd, Dalston. 

Stevenson, Joseph, Sheffield, b Manufacturer. Nov I. 
& Gainsford, 6 Paradise-sq, Sheffield. 

Fisher, William, Sheffield, Gent. Nov 1. Sols Bramley & Gainsford, 6 


Paradise-sq, Sheffield. 
bed ny ‘Ann, York, Spinster. Oct 25. Sols Hicks & Seymour, 12 Lendal, 


Sols Bramley 


Toxspay, Sept. 23, 1862. 


Cockayne, Margaretta, Oct 31. Sol Payne, Bath. 
Collins, "ces Maryport, Cumberland, Gent. Nov 4. Sol Donald, 
Carlis 


Dobson, 5 ES Liverpool and of Caton, Spinster. Nov. Sol Sharp, 
Lancaster, 

Hea; snag t, Warwickshire, Gent. Oct 31. Sol Cottrell, Bir- 
mingha 


m. 

Howell, Jemes, Bristol, Gent. Nov 18. Sol Brittan & Son, Bristol. 

Juxon, Char! um Green, Aldridge, Stafford, Gent. uct 15. Sol Sim- 
cox, Birmi: 

Kelsey, Lagu ‘Booth, Birmingham, Brassfounder. Nov 1, Sol Soars, 

rming 

Lumley. a. Orrell, Wigan, Lancashire, Yeoman. Nov. 18. Sol 
Ackerley, King-st, Wigan 

Mellor, James, Milverton, a, Warwickshire, Esq. Nov 20. Sol Dalton, Lei- 
cester. 

Norton, Mary, Riverhead, near Sevenoaks, Kent, Spinster, Nov ll, Sol 
Minett, Ross, Herefordshire. 

Owen, Owen, 47 High-st, Ramsgate, Gent. Dec 20, Sol Haymes, Lea- 


mington. 
Tratman, John Joseph, Bristol, Ship Chandler, Nov 18. Sol Brittan & 
Son, Bristol. 








~ @rediters: under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fawwar, Sept. 19, 1862. 
Willis, William, 12 Brunswick-st, Hackney-rd, MiddJesex, Gent. Oct 29. 
Jackson v. Hawkins, M.R. Nov 4 


Turspar, Sept. 23, 1862. 
Everett, James, Maidenhead, Bray, Berks. Pfeil ¢. Everatt, M.R. Nov 8. 
Assiguments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Tusspay, Sept. 23, 1862, 
Raper, Thomas, East Witten, Yorkshire, Builder, Aug 27. Sol Teale, 
Leyburn. 
Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Fapay, Sept. 19, 1862. 


Bentley, George ah Rugeley, Staffordshire, Draper. Sept 8. Assign- 
ment. Reg Sept 19 
arts hy Joseph, 18, Vietoria-e, reer. Glass and China Desler. 
Diexs. Wilts Floore, Northamptonshire, Shoeing and Jobbing Smith. 
Aug 25. Con nce. Reg Sept 17 


veya 
Emerson, by va, Great Grimsby, Lincolnshire, Labourer. Sept 16. 


Reg Sept 1 

Evans, witar, Owestry, Salop, Wine Merchant. Aug 20. Conveyance. 
Reg Sept 1 

Fry, Thomas ‘iets 2 King-st, Stepney, Accountant, Aug 22. Assign- 
ment. Reg Sept 18 

Hirst, Leen Lane Ings, | ee Yorkshire, Manufacturer. Aug 21 
Assignmen Sept 1 

Lawrence, Serah aa ‘Topsham, Devonshire, Widow. Aug 25. Con- 
veyance. Reg Sept 18 

ie a George, Hereford, Travelling Draper. Aug 25. Conveyance. 

McM ean, Hugh, Sunderland, Draper. Aug 23. Assignment. Reg 


Sept 
Mowbray, Henry, le os Gent. Sept 13. Conveyance. bare Sept 18. 
Neal, William Cooper, & Thomas Martin, jun., Sate cart -st, =: 
mingham, Bedstead Manufacturers. Aug 22. Assignment, 


Raper, George, Botchergate, St. Cuthbert, Carlisle, Joiner and Cabinet 
Maker. Aug 25. Assignment. Reg Sept 16. 
Stephenson, John, Leicester, Builder. Aug 26, Assignment. Reg Sept 


17. 

Taylor, stg Liverpool, Wholesale Grocer. Aug 20. Assignment. Reg 
Sept 16. 

Travers, Joseph, Summitt, near Littleborough, Rochdale, Lancashire, 
Beer Seller. Aug 2!. Assignment. Reg Sept 16. 

Veillard, Constant, 3 Foulis-ter, Middlesex, Gent. Sept 13. Inspector- 
ship. Reg Sept 19. 

Tugspar, Sept. 23, 1 

Atkins, Walter Dowse, Lower Britton-st, eg Brompton, Cowkeeper. 
Sept 15. Conveyance, Reg Sept 22. 

Blake, John, Accrington, Lancashire, Engineer. Aug 26. Conveyance. 

pt 20. 


Reg Se 

Claridge. eae: Court Orchard, ag ay Severn, Worcestershire, 
Farmer, Sept 10. Conveyance. Reg Sept 2 

Cole, Edward Featherstone, Long i Lincolnshire, Commen Brewer. 
Aug 22. Conveyance. Reg Sept 

Eshelby, George, & Thomas Esheby, York, Joiners. Aug 26. Convey- 
ance. Reg Sept 22. 

Gibson. Edmund. Walk and Beet, Rochdale, Lancashire, Joiner. Aug 


25. Conveyance. Reg Sept 
—. oo Sheffield, Teture Dealer. Sept 8. Conveyance. Reg 
Sept 
Horeteld, Charles Sidebotham, Hyde, Cheshire, Grocer. Aug 23. Con- 
veyance. Reg Sept 19. 
Jones, George, 6 Albion-grove West, Barnsbury, Clerk and Commercial 


Traveller. Sept 2. Composition. Reg Sept 19. 
Leigh, Alfred, Manchester, Auctioneer. Sept 10, Assignment. Reg 
t 22. 


Sept 
Lewis, Edward, 145 Blackfriars-road, Surrey, Manager to a Loan and De- 
posit Bank. Sept 22. Composition. Reg Sept 22. 
Metcalf, John, Birmingham, Hosier. Aug 26, Assignment. Reg Sept 22. 
Payne, William, Oxford, Upholaterer, Aug 23. Composition. Reg Sept 20. 
Pitts, James, Docking, Norfolk, Goocer. July 2!. Composition. Reg 


Sept 20. 
Reading, Joseph, Loughton, Essex, Cooper and Carman. Sept 17. Con- 
veyance. Reg Sept 19. 
ies, Eahts, Chipping Ongar, Essex, Grocer. Aug 23. Assignment. 
Reg Sept 
Symon, Archibald Milne, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer, Sept 2. Assign- 
ment. Reg Sept 20. 


Bankrupts, 
Frivay, Sept. 19, 1862. 
Ackland, Daniel, Lane End, Herriar:l, Hants, Catde Dealer, Pet Sept 15. 
Basingstoke, Sept 29 ut 12. Sol Chandler, jun., Basingstoke. 
Atkins, Elijah, St Matthias’s-place, Farm-st, Hockley, Birmingham, Mann- 
facturer of Black Jewellery. Pet Sept 15. Birmingham, Oct 20 at 10, 


Sol East, Birmingham. 

Ball, William, New Weston-st, Bermondsey, Leather Merchant, Pet 
Sept 17. London. Oct 7 at 12. Sols Linklaters & Hackwood, 7 Walbrook, 

Barnes, William James, High-st, Penge, Surrey, House Decorator. 
Sept 16. London, Sept 30 atl!. Sol Drew, 4 New Basinghall-st. 

Bell, Anthony Delacombe, New Brighton, Cheshire, Adjutant of the 80th 

neashire Ri of V %. Pet Sept 3. Liverpool, Sept 26 at 

ll, Sols Swan, Manchester, and Blackharst, Li 

Bextield, George Samuel, & Edward Henry Wood, 110 Long- -acre, Saint 
Martin’s-in- the-flelds, Middlesex, Wholesale Confectioners. Pet Sept te, 
London, Oct 7 at 11, Sols Walter & Moogen, 8 Southampten-st, Blvoms- 
bury. 





Blackett, James, Leeds, Commission Agent. Pet Sept 18. Leeds, Oct 6 
atil, 


Sol Sim: 
Bowler, William, 19 Charles-st, Sheffield, Horn Presser, Pet Sept 17. 
Sheffield, Oct 8 at 2. Sol Mason, York and Sheffield. 








832 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Serr, 27, 1862 











Bridgman, John, Vauxhall Beerhouse. Rainbow-hill, Claines, Worcester- 
shire, Retail Brewer. Pet Sept9. Worcester, Oct 2 atll. Sol Wilson, 
Worcester, 

Briggs, Robert Carlile, Kingston-upon-Hull, Underwriter. Pet Sept 12. 
Seveenpee-ab, Oct Lat i2. Sols Lightfoot, Earnshaw, & Frank- 
sn, uil. 

Burch, John, Aldington, Kent, Farm Bailiff. Pet Sept 16. Hythe, Sept 
30 at 3. Sol Minter, Folkestore. 

Eurrows, Joseph, Brewood, Staffordshire, Saddler. Pet. Wolverhamp- 
ton, Oct 6 at 12. Sol Adams, Wolverhampton. 

Butcher, Mark, Fish-st, Wallingford, Berks, Clothes Dealer. Pet Sept 12. 
Wallirgford, Oct 3 at 12. Sol Thompson, Oxford. 

Capers, Peter, 231 High-st, Swansea, Glamorganshire, Hardwareman. 
Pet Sept 9. Bristol, Oct 2 atil. Sols Dird, Cardiff, and Bevan, Press, 
& Inskip, Bristol. 

Capes, John, Willoughton, Lincolnshire, Tailor. Pet Sept 16, Gains- 
borough, Sept 23 at 1. Sol Howlett, Kirton-in-Lindsey. 

Chidley. Rock, and not Rack, as before advertised. 

Christopher, George, Beggar-hill Brook, Much Wenlock, Salop, Shingler. 
Pet Sept 13. Madeley, Oct 4 at 12. Sol Baston, Wellington, 

Clarke, Joseph, Jack's Coffee-house, Mark-lane, London, Flour Factor. 
Pet Sept9. London, Oct 2 at 2.30. Sols McLeod, Stenning, & Watney, 
16 London-st, Fenchurch-st. 

Davis, Charles, 9 Graham-st, Birmingham, Writing Clerk. Pet Sept 17. 
Birmingham, Oct 20 at 10. Sol East, Birmingham. 

Davis, Joseph, & William James Davis, Compton, Kinver, Staffordshire, 
Cattle Dealers. Pet Aug 23. Birmingham, Sept 29 at 12, Sol Price, 
Stourbridge, and Smith, Birmingham. 

Davis, John, 89 Barr-st, Birmingham, Pearl Button Maker. Pet Sept 17. 
Birmingham, Oct 20 at 10. Sol Duke, Birmingham. 

Dixon, Joseph, Newcastie-upon-Tyne, Chemist. PetSept1l5. Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne, Oct 3 at tl. Sol Peters, York, and Story, Newcastle-upon- 


Tyne. 

Duncomb, Joseph, jun., Shortheath, Willenhall, Staffordshire, Licensed 
Victualler, Vet. Wolverhampton, Oct 6 at 12. Sol Creswell, Wolver- 

- hampton. 

Earps, Joseph, Fenny Drayton, Leicestershire, Farmer. Pet Sept 15. 
Birmingham, Oct 10 at 12. Sol Smith, Birmingham. 

Emery, Richard, Wednesfield Heath, Staffordshire, Baker. Pet. Wol- 
verhampton, Oct 6 at 12. Sol Waiker, Wolverhampton. 

Guscott, William, Poughill, Devonshire, Miller. Pet Sept 17. Crediton, 
Oct 6 at 2. Sols Cleave & Sparkes, Crediton. 

Hackett, Frederick, Wallheath, Kingswinford, Staffordshire, Pet Sept 16. 
Stourbridge, Oct 6 at 10. Sol Collis, Stourbridge. 

Harvey, Matthew, Heage, Derbyshire, Blacksmith. Pet Septll. Belper, 
Oct 2at 11. Sol Walker, Belper. 

Hayhurst, John, 101 Upper Moss-jJane, Hulme, Lancashire, Beer Retailer. 
Pet Sept 17. Salford, Oct 4 at 10. Sol Mann, Manchester. 

Hobday, Joseph Bryant, St Ebb’s Paper Mill, Oxford, Paper Manufacturer, 
Pet Sept 12. London, Oct 2 at 2.30. Sol Dubois, 56 Coleman-st. 

Hodsoll, William, 18 Wellclose-sq, Whitechapel, Middlesex, Beershop 
Keeper. Pet Sept 15. London, Oct 7 at 11. Sol Olive, 47a Ports- 
mouth-st, Lincoln’s-inn- fields. 

Huggett, John, & James Huggett, Tenterden, Kent, Nurserymen., Pet 
Sept 16. London, Sept 30 at 11.30. Sol Charnock, 5! King William-st, 

Humphries. James, Holly-lane, Perry Barr, Staffordshire, Platted Bridle 
Maker. Pet Septi6. Birmingham, Oct 20 at 10, Sol Parry, Birming- 
ham. 

James, George, Foresters’ Arms Inn, Sansome-walk, Worcester, Victualler. 
Pet Sept 9. Worcester, Oct 2 at 11. Sol Wilson, Worcester. 

Jones, Rebecca, the Green, Darlaston, Staffordshire, Widow. Pet. Wol- 
verhampton, Oct 6 at 12. Sol Adams, Wolverhampton. 

Keegan, James, St Peter's-cate, Stockport, Cheshire, Provision Dealer. 
Sept 9. Stockport, Oct 6at11. Sol Lamb, Manchester. 

Lovatt, Herry, Compton, near Wolverhampton, Staffordshire, Clerk. Pet. 
Wolverhampton, Oct 6 at 12. Sol Walker, Wolverhampton. 

Madeley, John, Wellington, Shropshire, Bricklayer. Pet Sept 9. Wel- 
lington, Oct 3 at 12. Sol Beesten, Wellington, 

Maxton, James Bald, 31 Blomfield-st, Harrow-rd, Middiesex, Engineer. 
Pet Sept 16. London, Sept 30 at 11. Sol Neal, 4 and 5 Pinner’s-hall, 
Old Broad-st. 

McLoughlin, Hugh, 392 Great Howard-st, Liverpool, Marine Store Dealer. 
Sept 15. Liverpool, Oct | at 12. 

Nightingale, Robert, Maldon, Es:ex, Milliner and Artist. Pet Sept 17, 
London, Oct 7 at 11. Solis Digby & Son, 90 Chancery lane. 

Nock, George, High-st, Brierley-hill, Kingswiniord, Staffordshire, Tailor. 
Pet Sept 13. Stourbridge, Oct 6 at 10. Sol Maltby, Dudley. 

Orchard, Frederick George, 7 Rivers-ter, York-rd, Kings-cross, Tent 
Maker. Pet Sept 15. London, Oct 2 at 2. Sol Hindley, 10 Old Jewry- 
chambers. 

Oxlade, William, St Catherine-terrace, York, Coal Merchant. Pet Sept 9 
(in forma panperis). York, Oct zat ll. Sul Mason, York. 

Packman, Wiiliam, St Nicholas-st, Worcester, Greengrocer. Pet Aug 26. 
Worcester, Oct 2 at 11. Sel Wilson, Worcester. 

Palmer, James, 8 Belmont-row, Birmingham, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
Sept 16. Birmingham, Oct 20 at 10. Sol East, Birmingham. 

Perkins, William, Haverforgwest, Printer. Pet Sept 16. Bristol, Oct 3 
at oe Sols James & James, Haverfordwest, and Nalder & Bramble, 
Bristol. 

Prestwich, Daniel, 45 Athol-st, Great Howard-st, Liverpool, Beerseller. 
Sept 15. Liverpool, Oct | at il. Sols Evans, Son, & Sandys, Liverpool, 

Probert, Thomas, Fair Field-cottage. Shrub-hill, St Martin, Worcester, 
Cider Merchant. Pet Aug 21. Worcester, Oct 2 at1!. Sol Wilson, 
Worcester. 

Prosser, William, Lianelly, Brecon, Builder. Pet Sept 16. Crickhowell, 
Sept 30 at 11. Sol Davies, Crickhowell. 

Rice, Philip, Ipswich, Suffolk, Licensed Victualler, Pet Sept 17. London, 
Sept 30 at 11.30. Sol Champ, 14 University-st. 

Reddy, J » 23 Leander-st, Liverpool, Neatsfoot Oil Manufacturer. 
Sept 15. Liverpool, Oct 1 at 12, 

Rosentall, Jacob, 32 Broadyst, All Saints, Worcester, Green Grocer. Tet 
Sept 9. Worcester, Oct 2 at il. Sol Corles, Worcester. 

Rouse, Philip William, Cedar Cottage, Bradiford, Pilton, Devonshire. Pet 
Aug ll. Barnstaple, Sept 30 at 12. Sol Laidman, 9 Bedford-circus, 
Exeter. 

Sansome, Joseph, 9 Clarence-st, Liverpool, Furniture Broker. Sept 15. 
Liverpocl, Oct I at 11. Sols Evans, Son, & Sandys, Liverpool. 

Simpson, Thomas, Friar-gate, Derby, Plasterer and Stainer, I'et Sept 16. 
Nottingham, Oct 5 at 11, Sol Ashwell, Nottingham. 





Slingsby, Thomas, Kingston-upon-Hull, Cabinet Maker. Pet Sept 9 (in 
forma pauperis). Hull, Sept 26 at 11. Sol Chester, Hull. 

Steel, William. Brightside-lane, Sheffield, Cutler, Sept 9. “Sheffield, Oct 
lat 2. Sol Mason, York and Sheffield. 

Stevenson, George, & Henry Stevenson, Northampton, Builders. Pet 
Sept 12. London, Oct 2 at 1. Sols Kingdon & Williams, 3 Lawrence- 
Jane, Cheapside, and Shield & White. Northampton. 

Stokes, John, 4 Clayton-cottages, Albion-st, Bow, Middlesex, Gun Lock 
Filer. Pet Sept 18. London, Sept 30 at 11.30. Sols Mackeson & Gold- 
ring. 59 Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Tanner, George. Calne, Wilts, Brazier and Tin Plate Worker. Pet Sept 
16, | winery Oct 3at 11. Sols Pratt, Wootton Bassett, and Brittan & 


Son, " 

Thomas, John, Shrewsbury, Salop, Coal Merchant. Sept 9. Birmingham, 
Sept 29 at 12. Sols James & Knight, Birmingham. 

Timmins, Thomas, Oldbury, Worcestershire, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
Sept 15. Birmingham, Sept 29 at 12. Sols Caddeck, Westbromwich, 
and James & Knight, Birmingham. 

Torbott, Edward, 14 Woodcock-st, Birmingham, Machinist. Pet Sept 15. 
Birmingham, Oct 20 at 10. Sol Smallbone, Coventry. 

Townsend, William, Bury, Lancashire, Surgeon and fy yma, Pet 
Sept 16. Manchester, Sept 30 at 11. Sols Whitehead , Bury, 

Truelove, William, Posnall, Benthal!, Salop. Pet Aug 14. Madeley, Oct 
4at 12. Sol Taylor. Wellington. 

Trveman, James, 79 Garbett-st, Birmingham, Journeyman Brass Cock 
Maker. Pet Sept 17. Birmingham, Oct 20 atl0. Sol Duke, Birming- 


ham. 

Voigt, Henrik Emil, and William Werner de Nully Brown, Kingston- 
upon-Hull, Ship Brokers. Pet Sept 13. Kingston-upon-Hull, Oct 1 at 
12. Sol Hearfield, Hull. 

Waddilove, Ann, Bradford, Yorkshire, Widow. Sept 9. Bradford, Oct 8 
at 10.30. Sol Mason, York. 

Walker, George, 38 Mansfield-rd, Nottingham, Grocer, Pet Sept 15. Not- 
tingham, Oct 1 at 10. Sols Cowley & Everall. Nottingham. 

Watts, Alfred, Parliament-st, Dog-row, Bethnal-green, Mile End, Middle- 
sex, Loo Table Manufacturer. Pet Sept 16. London, Sept 30 at J1. 
Sol Cooke, Princes-chambers, Bedford-row. 

White, David, Pump-st, Wellington, Salop, Bell Hanger. Pet Sept 12. 
Wellington, Oct 3 at 11. Sol Taylor, Wellington, 

White, Humphrey, 2! West-st. Walworth-rd, Surrey, Ormolu Worker. 
Pet Sept 16. London, Oct 7 at 11. Sol Strutt, 2 Adelphi-ter, Strand. 
Williams, Timothy, Willenhall, Staffordshire, Grocer. Pet. Wolver- 

hampton, Oct 6 at12. Sol Walker, Wolverhampton. 

Woodward, William Pardoe, Butts, St Nicholas, Worcestershire, Govern- 
ment Mail Contractor. Pet Sept8. Worcester, Oct 2 at 11, Sol Wilson, 


Worcester. 
TUESDAY, Sept. 23, 1862. 

Andrews, George, Old Commodore, High-st, Poplar, Barman to a Licensed 
Victualler. Pet Sept 22 (in forma pauperis). London, Oct 4 at 12. 
Sols Aldridge & Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Barber, Lonis, Peasenhall, Suffolk, Wheelwright. Pet Sept 19. Wood- 
bridge, Oct 9at 11. Sol Churchyard, Woodbridge. 

Bayntum., Andrew Francis, Sketty, near Swansea, Glamorganshire, Sur- 
geon Dentist, Pet Sept 19. Swansea, Oct 8 at 3. Sol Morris, Swansea. 

Berrington, Robert, 12 Keppel-ter, Peascod-st, Windsor, State Trumpeter. 
Pet Sept 17, Windsor, Oct 1 at 11. Sol Smith, Reading. 

Biggs, Charles Kirkman, Birmingham, Oilman. Pet Sept 19. Birming- 
ham, Oct 6 at 12. Sol Parry, Birmingham. 

sittle, John, 16 Clarence-rd, St. Phillip and Jacob, Bristol, Brush Manu- 
facturer. Pet Sept t6. Bristol,Oct 10 at 12. Sols Clifton & Benson. 

Bohn, Julius Pierre, 19 Bedford-ter, Victoria-park, Middlesex. Pet Sept 
20. London, Oct 4 at 11.30. Sol Murr, 11 Kennington-row, Kennington. 

Capua, Peter, 231 High-st, Swansea, Hardwareman. Pet Sept 9. Bristol, 
Oct 2 at 11. Sols Bird, Cardiff, and Beavan, Press, & Inskip, Bristol. 

Christopher, George, Beggar-hill, Brook, Much Wenlock, Salop. Pet Sept 
13. Madeley, Oct 4 at 12. Sol Beeston, Wellington. 

Cleworth, John, Lark-lane, Toxteth-park, Liverpool, Sept 17. Liverpocl, 
Oct 6 at 12. 

Cole, John, 29 Hertford-st, Coventry, Carpenter and Joiner. Pet Sept 19. 
Coventry, Oct 7 at 3. Sol Smallbone, Coventry, 

Coltman, Thomas, Leicester, Turner, Pet Sept 20, Nottingham, Oct 
Tati. Sol Harvey, Leicester. 

Compton. John, Leamington, Warwickshire, Coal Agent. Pet Sept 16. 
Birmingham, Oct 6 at 12. Sol Parry, Birmingham. 

Cook, Altved George, 8 Hodson-st, Francis-3t, Newington Butts, Carpen- 
ter. Pet Sept 19. London, Oct 4 at 11. Sol Hill, 43 Basinghall-st. 

Cooke, Thomas, and William Cooke, Kidderminster, Worcestershire, 
Curriers. Pet Sept 11. Birmingham, Oct 6 at 12. Sols Saunders & 
Son, Kidderminster, and James & Knight, Birmingham. 

Cowen, Henry, 12 Union-ct, Old Broad-st, London, Dealer in Jewellery. 
Pet Sept 11. London, Oct 7 at 1}. Sol Beard, Basinghall-st, 

Deaville, Isaac, New Bridge-lane, Stockport, Cheshire, Cotton Spinner. 
Sept 9. Manchester, Oct 13 at 12. Sol Gardner, Manchester. 

Dupre, Ferdinand, Portland-ter, Oxford-st, Manchester, Doctor of Medi- 
cine. Vet Septl8. Manchester, Oct 3atll. Sol Gardner, Manches- 
ter. 

Fletcher, Peter Thomas, Stockport, Cheshire, Flour Dealer. Pet Sept 13. 
Manchester, Oct 3atli. Sol Boote, Manchester. 

Funnell, Charles, 31 & 32 Osborne-st, Cliftonville, Hove, near Brighton, 
Window Blind Manutacturer. Pet Sept 19. London, Oct 7 atl. Sol 
Marshal) & Son, 12 Hatton-garden. 

Garratt, Samuel, Hadfield, Glossop, Derbyshire, Farm Labourer. Aug 
14, Manchester, Oct 13 at 12, Sol Gardner, Manchester. 

Guyler, George, Peas-hill-rd, Nottingham, Beer-house Keeper, Pet Sept 
20. Nottingham, Oct 8 at 10. Sol Wood, Nottingham. 

Hanson, Henry, 2 Seabright-ter, Lower rd, Richmond, Gentleman's 
Coachman. Pet Sept 20. London, Oct 7 at 1. Sol Kent, 10 Mitre-ct- 
chambers, Temple. 

Harding, John, Bower-cottage, Fant-fields, Maidstone, Journeyman 
Cooper. Pet Sept 22, London, Oct 4 at 12. Sols Doyle, 2 Vertlam- 
Lidgs, and Morgan, Maidstone. 

Harman, William James, 3 Old Church-st, Paddington, Middlesex, Car- 
penter. Pet Sept 18 (in forma pauperis). London, Oct 7 at 12, Sols 
Aldridge & Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Hirst, James, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer. Pct Sept 18. Leeds, Oct 6 at 
11. Sol Simpson, Leeds. 

Hiteheock, Thomas, Thorverton, Devonshire, Miller, Pet Sept 20. 
Exeter, Oct8 at 11, Sol Floud, Exeter. 
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Jones, Daniel, 15 Little Windmill-st, Haymarket, Dairyman. Pet 17 
penis al London, Oct Tat 12, Sols Aldridge & Bethy, 


Le Cren, George, 28 Cenbers st Ball's Pond-rd, Middlesex, Accoun- 
tant’s Clerk. 20. London, Oct 4 at 11.30. Sol Peveriey, 


. Pet Sept 19. Birmingham, Oct 10 st 


London, William James, 71 Foregate-st, Chester, Solicitor and Solicitor’s 
Clerk. Pet Sept 17. Chester, Oct | at 9. 

Lowe, Frederick, & Edmund Lowe, 18 Lower Marsh; Lambeth, Surrey, 
Oil and Colourmen. Pet Sept 19. London, Oct 4 at il. Sols Reed & 
Reed, 1 Guildhall-chambers. 

Marks, David, 101 Cannon-st-rd, St, Georges-in-the-East, Middlesex, 
Journeyman Tailor. Pet Sept 92. London, Oct 4 at 12. Sol Hare, 8 


Old Jewry. 
Martin, George, 18 Gooderamgate, York, Bread Baker. Pet Sept 16. 
Sol Mann, York. 


18 

York, Oct 3 at 11. 

Meachem, Enoch, Bilston, Staffordshire, Innkeeper, Pet Sept 17. Bir- 
mingh. cham, Me 7at12. Sol Duignan, Walsall. 

Miller, Hi cee at 1190 igan, Lancashire, Timber Merchant. Pet Sept 5. Liver- 

eon 9 at li 30. Sols J. & T. Gole, 49 Lime-st, London, and Evans, 
ndys, Liverpool. 

Newman, on, Rustington, near Arundel, Sussex, Widow and Farmer. 
Pet Sept 20. Arundel, Oct 9at10. Sol Goodman, 73 Ship-st, —. 

Parker, Charles ‘Thomas, jun, 22 Richard-st, Islington, Builder. Pet Sept 
19. London, Oct 7 at 1. Sol Waldron, 59 Lambs Conduit: st. 

Parnell, William, Fagley-lane, Eccleshill, Bradford, Gardener. Pet Sept 15. 
Bradford, Oct 8 at 10.30. Sol Harle, Bradford. 

Pierson, John Thomas, 1 Great Pulteney-st, Golden-sq, Assistant to a 
Draper. Pet Sept 20. London, Oct 7 at 1. Sol Beard, 10 Basinghall- st. 
Read, David, Marine-cottage, Cambridge-rd, Walthamstow, Attorney's 

Clerk. Pet Sept 19 (in forma pauperis). London, Oct 7 at 12. Sols 
Aldridge & Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st. 
Robertson, George, Summer-lane, Birmingham, Currier. Pet Sept 5. 
Birmingham, Oct 6 at 12. Sols Southall & Nelson, Birmingham. 
Reliesn, Richard, Bradbury Mill, Durham, Miller. Pet Sept 18. New- 
yt tong oe Oct 3 at 11,30. Sol Brignal, Durham. 


Rudd, Jos! Bp e sagt’ Eom Loom Weaver. Pet Sept. 
Bolton, Oct 6 at 10. Sol Edge, Bol! 
Runnacles, William, ‘Orford, Suffolk, Butcher, Pet Sept 20. Woodbridge, 


Oct 9 at 11. Sol Pollard, Ipswich. 

Shorrocks, Frederick, Hyde-st, Ashton Old-rd, Manchester. Pet Sept 16. 
Manchester, Oct 7 at (1. Sols G. & R. W. Marsland, Manchester. 

Smith, Charles, St. Helens, Lancashire, Painter. Pet Sept 19. Liverpool, 
— 11. Sols Evans, Son, & Sandys, Liverpool, and Ausdell, St. 

elens. 

Smith, John ante. 6 Midway-ter, Rotherhithe, Carman and Greengrocer. 

Pet t Sept 20 London, Oct 4 at 11,30. Sols Harrison & Lewis, 6 Old 


Jewry. 
Smith, Mary, Unicorn Victualling Hou -.. Pe End, Blackman-st, 
rough, Licensed Victualler. Pet Sept 19. London, Oct 4 at 11. Sol 

King, 25 College-hill, Cannon-st West. 

Summers, Matthew, Hartlepool, Durham, Journeyman Miller. 
Pet Sept 13, Hartle Oct 3at ii. Sol Marshall, West Hartlepool. 

Sydenham, Richard, Poole, Bookseller. Pet Sept 18. London, Oct 7 at 12. 
Sol Mardon, 99 Newgate-st, for Parr, Poole. 

Themas, Emanuel, Sale Moor, Cheshire, Salesman. Pet Sept 18. Mane 
chester, Oct 3 at 11. Sol Crother & Farrington, Manchester. 

Thomas, Edward Lewis, 9 Parade, Lambeth, Publisher. Pet June 2. 
London, Oct 7 at 1. Sol Beard, 10 Basinghall-st. 

Tibbs, Richard William, 9 ern pl —_ London, Dentist. Pet Sept 
18. London, Oct 7 at 12. Sols Drake & Son, 38 Walbrook. 

Turner, William, 113 Gordon-st, Preston, Lancashire, Beer Seller. Pet 
Sept 18. Manchester, Oct 7 at 11. Sol Hewitt, Manchester, 

Wadams, Frederick, 8 Buckingham-st, $ Commercial ‘Traveller. Pet 
Sept 19. London, Oct 4 at Li. Sols Marshall & Son, 12 Hatton-garden. 

Watson, John, Shepherd’s Bush, Middlesex, Coal Merchant. Pet Sept 22. 

, Sextet Oct 4 at 12. Sol Tucker, 20 South , Chancery- 


webb, Seth James, Rhyl-st, Toxteth Hoge egg’ ag Sub-Contractor. 
Sept 17. Liverpool, Oct 6 at 11, is Evans, Son, & Sandys, Liver- 


pool, 
“aon Griffith, Glancynwall Cott: MRignn moms) Brecknockshire. 





x 


12, Neath te dking Sol Breeknock. 
Willems, John, 313 Crown-st, . deinen Pet Sept 18. Liver 
oe Oct 6 at :' Sol Husband, Li 
Fisherton Anger, ilts, Jeweller. Sept 18. London, 
bry re at J Sols Bothamley & Freeman, 39 Coleman-st. 


BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
Farivar, Sept. 19, 1862. 


Morice, Spegel, 7 Coleman-st, London, Importer of Foreign and Fancy 
Goods. Arg I4. 








LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 
HOUSE isthe MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality.— 

Iron Fenders, 3s. 6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with vinieaeras 
Drawing-reom ditto, 148. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s. as 
pm gage or doen, Hourtng” Jacks, pane aya — ye and 
~~ > com 1s. trays, 
Ph Maché ditto, 25s. the set. oo 

2s. 6d. A set of Kitchen 
Black's Caley has been calebroted for 30 years. 
jes Boag? Knives, l4s., 16s., and 18s. per dozen. White Bone 

poo go a 9d. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s, All war- 


vertisement will not allow of © iaeiok toss ver 
chasers are requested to send for their Dy Be drawings, and 
prices of Electro Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, F poe 
Ee. May be had gratis or free. Every article 
at the same low prices which Pra establishment ten 
celebrated for ooay 00 years Orders above £2 delivered carriage free 
per rail, 
RICHARD AND JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset House. 





LANDED ESTATES COURT.—COUNTY OF ARMAGH, 
In the Matter of the Estate of Alexander Daniel Kelly, Owner and 
Petitioner. 


O BE SOLD, before the Honourable Judge Har- 

greave, at LANDED ESTATES COURT, DUBLIN, on the 7th 

day of NOVEMBER, 1862, at TWELVE o'clock at noon, in Five Lots, parts 

of the LANDS OF BALLYWORKAN get DRUMNAKELLY, situate in 
the barony of O’Neiland West, held under 














lease for lives renewable for 
ever; and part of the LANDS OF MAGHATANAGHAN, held in fee- 
simple, situate in the begins Rs ae Orior, all in the County of Armagh, 
subject to the conditions specified fn the printed rental in this matter :— 
: : 
% | Dewommeation, tute Annual Valaatin by 
g Measure. Rental. and Gale. 
A. R. P. £ ss £s. 4. 
1 oor of eee. 68 2 0 109 11 44 % 8 3 
rt of Ballyworkan 
2] ied ‘Dremenbony } 220 2 5 6216 4 | 276 10 to 
3|Part of ditto and ditto.| 138 3 17 159 10 4 $92 15 10 
4|Part of ditto and ditto. 79 O11 9614 6 1o1 18 4 
5|Part of Aghataragtian.} 106 1 12 ny 2 136 6 7 
Total ......+ | 613 1 5 [£50515 5§ | BOO log 














Lots 1, 2, 3, and 4, attach ies and will be sold liable to a head 
rent of £33 3s. per annum, but Lot 3 will be sold subject and primarily 
liable thereto, and bound to indemnify Lots 1, 2, and 4 therefrom. 

Dated this 26th day of June, 1862. 

Hewny Fawcert, Chief Clerk. 
LEONARD DOBBIN & Co., Solicitors, having the carriage of Sale, 27, 
Gardiner’ 's-place, Dublin. 





DESCRIPTIVE PARTICULARS. 

Lot | is distant about 13 miles from Newry and 2 from Portadown ; the 
land is of the best quality for the growth of wheat, flax, and oats, and 
there is a flour and corn mill worked by steam on this lot, through which 
the high road from Newry to Portadown passes. 

Lot 2 adjoins Eas en tes Se Osos eee eer Newry 


~ to Portadowr., parallel to that through Lot 


Lot 3 adjoins Lot 2 on the North side, and is about one mile and a-half 
distant from Portadown, and the same road trom Newry to Portadown as 
in Lot 2 runs through the centre of this lot, which is to bear the head 
rent of £33 3s. per annum. 

Let 4 adjoins and lies to the North of Lot 3, and the same road runs 
through the centre of it, it is about one mile distant from Portadown. 

Lot 5 (held in fee) is about six miles distant from Newry and one from 
Poyntzpass, where there is a Station of the Dublin and Belfast Junction 
Railway, and also a monthly fair; the Newry canal runs through this lot, 
and the land is ot excellent quality, 

For rentals, Maps, and farther particulars appl 
—_ Inns Quay, Dublin; to JOHN G. WINDER, 

Armagh ; Messrs. BRASSINGTON and GALE, 
lor’: 's-wallk, Dublin; or to LEONARD DOBBEN and Co., 
carriage of Sale, No. 27, Gardiner’s-place, Dublin. 


LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- - 
ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 





sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equal 
to Sterling Silver. 

— Pattern, Thread. King’s. 

a4 #364 8@06€6  £€¢ 

Table Forks, per doz...... © 1 10 ue t 18 0 280 300 

QUO caccccccccce 1 0 Oandilo 0 115 0 220 

Table Spoons ......... «+ §10 Oandi is 0 2806 300 

Dessert ditto ...6.....06 0 Oandi 0 0 14 0 220 

Tea Spoons ...466.-s0005- 012 OandO 18 0 13 6 10 0 

Every Article for the Table as in Silver—A Sample Tea Spoon for- 
warded on réceipt of 20 stamps. 





IMPORTANT IMPROVEMENT IN ARTIFICIAL TEETH AND PAIN- 
LESS DENTISTRY. 
oe ee ee ee 
Established 1820 
R. MOSELY, Dentist, 


‘a New and Patent Improvement the Mesabstunnel S7¥labl 
Teeth, Palates, &c., which supersedes all impure Metals, and soft or ab- 
sorbing agents hitherto the 1 cause of so many evils to the mouth 


i 


and gums. 5 ee Se Oe ee 
enamel. 


traction. Consul! and every 
in all cases by Mr, Lgwin Mosety, 30, Berners- Sie Goldie ocak w. 
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Re CAPTAIN SHEPHARD, deceased.—SHARES IN THE FOLKESTONE 
GAS COMPANY. 
ESSRS. 


EDWIN FOX AND BOUSFIELD 
are directed by the executors to SELL by AUCTION at the 

MART, on TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 30, at TWELVE, Fifteen Shares of 
£10 each (fully paid up) in the Folkestone Gas Company (Limited), a 
a flourishing undertaking; the dividend of which is payable annually in 
October, being at the rate of 10 per cent. 

Particulars of Messrs. H. & W. HAMMOND, Solicitors, 8, Furnival’s-inn; 
at the Mart; and at Messrs. EDWIN FOX %& BOUSFIELD'S office, 41, 
Coleman-street, Bank , E.C. 


VALUABLE CONTINGENT REVERSION. 


ESSRS. EDWIN FOX AND BOUSFIELD 
will SELL by AUCTION at the MART, ite the Bank of 
England, on TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 30, at TWELVE, the valuable Re- 
version of and in a moiety of the several sums of £2,425 3 per Cent. 
Consols, and £2,425 Reduced 3 per Cent. Bank Annuities, to which a 
gentleman aged 39 is entitled, providing he survives a lady aged 41 years, 
and that she leaves no issue. 
Particulars at the Mart; of Messrs. PATTESON & COBBOLD, Solici- 
tors, 17 and 18, New Bridge-street, Blackfriars; and at Messrs. EDWIN 
FOX & BOUSFIELD'S office, 41, Coleman-street, Bank, E.C. 





ROTHERHITHE. —Eligible Freehold Investment. 


ESSRS. EDWIN FOX AND BOUSFIELD 
will SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, opposite the Bank of 
England, on TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 30, at TWELVE for ONE, a desir- 
able small FREEHOLD PROPERTY, comprising a substantial brick- 
built dwelling-house, with two shops, situate and being No. 368, Rother- 
hithe-wall, let to a tenant of twenty years’ standing, at a rental of £38 
per annum, but of the annual value of £55, one shop only being sub-let 
at £32 per annum. 

May be viewed and particulars had on the premises; of E. SAXTON, 
Esq., Solicitor, 53, Cornhill; of J. H. KAUGH, Esq., Solicitor, Shrews- 
bury: at the Mart; and of Messrs. EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIELD'S office, 
41, Coleman-street, Bank, E.C. 


CLAPHAM. 
Well-secured Freehold Ground Rent. 


ESSRS. EDWIN FOX and BOUSFIELD will 
: SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, on TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 
30, at TWELVE, THREE FREEHOLD GROUND RENTS of £7 per 
annum each, amounting to £21 per annum, arising from Six Houses, Nos. 
8 to 13, Triangle-placey. re Clapham, the rack-rental of which 
amounts to £120 per an 
Particulars of W. HAMMOND, Esq., Solicitor, No. 16, Furnival's-inn ; 
at the Mart; and at Messrs. EDWIN FOX and BOUSFIELD’S Office, 41, 
Coleman-street, Bank, 








PADDINGTON. 


Very valuable and well-secured Freehold Ground Rents, amounting to 
£280 per annum, with reversions in 36 and 66 years respectively, to the 
capital property from which they arise, comprising 18 Substantial 
Houses with Shops, Nos. 1 to 8, Newcastle-place, Edgware-road ; Nos. 10 
to 18, and No. 129, St Alban’s-place adjoining ; the whole of Newcastle- 
yard; and Three Excellent Family Residences, Nos. 8, 9, and 10, Pad- 
dington-green, with extensive stabling in the rear; presenting to capi- 
talists, trustees, and others, a first-class opportunity of acquiring an in- 
vestment of the only character that beyond question increases in value 
every year, and is not liable to depreciation by any of the fluctuations 
or vicissitudes effecting other securities. 


ESSRS. EDWIN FOX and BOUSFIELD re- 

spectfully inform the numerous applicants that the particulars of 

the above very desirable Property for SALE at the MART on the 30th 

inst., at TWELVE, in 8 Lots, are now ready for distribution, and may be 

obtained of S. T. MALING WESTALL, Esq., Solicitor, 5, New-inn, Strand, 

and at Messrs. EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIELD'S Offices, 41, Coleman-street, 
Bank. For detailed adverti see Mcnday’s Times, 








In Surrey.—Exceedingly valuable and important Freehold Estate, com- 
prising that beautifully undulating and finely wooded Jand, 305 acres 
in extent, on either side of the Kailway between Redhill and Reigate, 
one mile from the station at each place, with the excellent residence, 
farm-houses, homesteads, and cottages, distinguished as the High Trees 
and Doods Farms, in Reigate parish, embracing within itself some of the 
most picturesque scenery for which this = of the county of Surrey 
is renowned, possessing a choice varict singularly beautiful sites 
for the erection of mansions and villas Pounded by turnpike and other 
main roads, and affording extraordinary scope for the judicious develop- 
ment of a building enterprise of magnitude, the success of which is 
unquestionable, owing to the perfectly irresistible combination of ad- 
vantages and attraction, which this highly favoured and justly popular 
locale pre-eminently enjoys. 


ESSRS. EDWIN FOX and BOUSFIELD re- 

spectfully cali the attention of talists and Investors to the 

Sale of the above singularly attractive EHOLD LANDED ESTATE, 
which will occur at the MART, on TUESDAY, OCTOBER 14. 

For more detailed information, see Advertisement in last or next Mon- 
day's Times. Ilustrated particulars, with plans, are preparing, and will 
shortly be ready for distribution. Auctioneer’s Office, 41, Coleman-street, 
-_. Vendor's Solicitor, 8. T. MALING WESTALL, Esq., 5, New-inn, 





HEYER’S REGISTERED REGULATING 

e ECCENTRIC LEVER COPYING PRESS, manufactured in solid 

oak, forming a more elegant and portable machine than those manufac- 

tured in iron, price lds. H. HEYER’S PORTABLE SCKEW COPYING 

PKESS, warranted to give copies equal to the expensive iron machines, 
Manufactured in solid oak, price 15s. 


H. Heres, 11, Chichester-rents, Chancery-lane. 





LAW BOOKS on Sale at WILLIAM AMER’S, 


Law Bookseller, Lincoln’s-inn-gate, Carey-street, London, W.C. 


£s. 4, 

Sratutes aT Lance (Pickering) Magna Charta to 1861, inclu- 
sive. 101 vols, calf, fine set, uniformly bound an 

Statutes at Larce (Ruffhead) ~~ Charta to 1860, tude 
sive. 42 vols.,4to,calf ... 

Sratures at LARGE (Rrunnington) ‘Magna Charta to 1860, in. 
clusive. 38 vols., 4to, calf 

Statutes, 4to., Magna Charta Pe ‘i935, " cattianel by royal 
8vo. to 1860, inclusive. 56 vols., calf and half calf eve 

Statutes, royal 8vo., 1830 to 1861. 31 vols., calf ot wee 

Another copy. 31 vols., half calf . “ pom eee 

Statutes of the Realm, with Alphabetical bedemes. 11 vols., 
half bound ... oe 

Law Journal, ‘containing Reports ‘in all the Coerts, with Sta- 

tutes, er cases, &c,, 1823 to 1861 inclusive, half calf, 

fine s¢' 

Pr copy, 1832 to ‘i961, inclusive, new half calf, cloth sides 
JURIST, — Reports in all the Courts, with Statutes and 
Digest - of Cases, from apenas 1837 to 1861. 36 vols., 

half cal! 


Ar copy, 1837 to 1859. 32 vols., half brown calf, cloth 


pi. # copy, 1837 to ‘is54. “oe vols. ep half: calf :. x 

Law Times, from commencement, 1843 to 1859. Py) wise half 
calf, a nice uniform set... 

Bacon’s Abridgment of the Law, by Gwillim and Doda, best 
edition. 8 vols., calf. 1832 eee 

BiacxsTone’s Commentaries, by Kerr. 4 ves. 1962. on aks 

Broom’s Commentaries, calf, 1856 ooo 

— Ecclesiastical —_ by Phillimore. 4 vols, last edition. 

842 ... 

Burton's Compendium of the Law: of Real Property. 1850, calf 

Carrry’s Burn’s Justice of the Peace and Parish err last 
edition. 7 vols., cloth. 1852 


ea ape He oe and Butler. 9 veld, calf. 


Comyn’s Digest of the ‘Laws of Real Property, by Hammond. 
8 vols., calf, best edition. 1822 . 

Coore’s Practice of the Probate Court, with Forms, 1859 (18s ) 

Dantetx's Chancery Practice, by Headlam. 2 vois., best edi- 
tion. 1857 (£2 2s.) 

Evans’s Collection of Statutes, by ‘Hammond, with Granger's 
Supplement to 1836. 10 vols., calf, fine copy . a 

Hayes’s Introduction to es itd last edition, 
half calf. 1840... 

JARMAN’S Bythewood' ‘3 Conveynnciog Precedents, complete, 

with Sweet's Index. 11 vols., half calf, 1829-34 iid 

JARMAN On Wills, by Wolstenholme and Vincent. 2 vels. 1955 

Jongs’s Attorney’s Pocket Book and Conveyancer’s Assistant, 
with Additions by Rolla Rouse. 2 vols.,cloth. 1850 iis 
lished at £1 Is.) ... a 

Law — from commencement, 1828 to 1854. ‘60 main . 

If calf 


ore one 


p vale, 


PRIDEAUX's Conveyancing. 1856 . ov’ bed ode 

Rosse.w’s Treatise on Arbitration and Award. 1849 ... 

Sorntven’s Cepyholds. 2 vols, 1834 - ae pon at 

Ssirn's Mercantile Law, calf. 1855 pe 

Srernen’s Commentaries of the Laws of E ugland. 4 vols, 1853 

Sucpen’s Veudors and Purchasers. 1857. ani calf, last edi- 
tion .. ove eae ese esp 

SuGpEn’s Powers. 2 vols. 1845 ... 

Suapen’s Vendors and Purchasers. 2 vols. 1846 

SucpEN's Law of a pet aad aeeramne wi the House o of 
Lords. 1849. Half calf ‘ 

Tarion’s Law of Evidence, 9 vols., ‘calf. "1855.. sik 

Vinen’s Abridgment of Law and Equity, Alphabetically Digerted 
under Proper Titles. 30 vols., 8vo., calf. 

Witriams's Law of en and ‘dines, fourth edi- 
tion. 2vols. 1849... cd - ose 


‘REPORTS. 

Cuancery Reports, 1789 to 1848. Vesey, jun (8vo.); Vesey 
and Beames; Cooper; Merivale; Swanston; Jacob and 
Walker ; po Turner and Russell ; Russell; Russell and 
Mylne; Mylne and Keen ; Mylne and Craig; Craig and ree 
Phillips ; Macnaghten and Gordon. 52 vols.,calf .., ie 
In THE Court or Queen's Bencu, 1786 to 1841. Durnford and 
East; East; Maule and Selwyn; Barnwall and Alderson; 
Barnwall and Cresswell ; Barnwall and Adolphus ; — 

and Ellis. Together, 62 vols. ... 00s 060 és 
Suopen’s Decisions in Ireland. By Drury and Warren, Drary 
and Jones, and Latouche. 8 vols., perfectly new, incalf ... 610 0 


WILLIAM AMER is ore (by Authority) to VALUE for PROBAT¥ 
nd LEGACY DUTY, +» &e, 


° So os eosr090 e279 0°09 — 


11 10 0 


A tBIon SNELL, WATCHMAKER, JEWEL- 
- LER, &c , 114, High Holborn, W.C, (seven doors east of King-st.) 
London, Every watch skilfully examined, timed, and its performance 
guaranteed, 
Gold Watches, from . ° ° ‘ elt riehtt et aa to 
Silver ditto, * ‘ e bony ” =: 
— a exchanged if not ‘approved, ‘end a written warranty given 
en ai 
A choice assortment of French Clocks always on hand. 
Established in 1848. 














